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With  an  APPENDIX. 

’Tis  all  a  Libel — Grenville,  Sir,  will  fay — 

Not  yet,  my  Friend!  to-morrow'  ’faith  it  may  ; 

And  for  that  very  caufe  I  print  to-day. 

I’OPE. 
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TO  THE 


Right  Honourable  GEORGE  GRENVILLE. 

S  I  R, 

THE  world  is  greatly  indebted  to  your  in¬ 
dulgence  for  the  publication  of  your  Speech 
cn  the  motion  for  expelling  Mr.  Wilkes ,  Friday , 
February  3,  1769,  and  the  affiduous  labour  of  the 
laft  ei°-ht  months  to  corrcft  and  polifh  the  only 
Ciceronian  oration  you  have  ventured  to  the  prefs. 
You  have  in  particular  helped  the  invention  of 
Fenfioner  Jobnfon  for  many  pages  in  a  future  Maga¬ 
zine,  or  volume  of  the  Parliamentary  Debates ,  and 
faved  his  book  feller  two  or  three  guineas.  1  he 
fubjeft,  I  muff  own,  merited  all  your  care  and  at¬ 
tention.  There  is  no  harangue  you  ever  made  in 
Parliament  of  fo  important  a  nature,  except  in  the 
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jingle  cafe  of  General  Warrants,  on  which  you  a> 
gaine  nlar  ge  much  on  the  prefent  occafion.  The 
affair  of  Mr.  Wilkes  interefts  indeed  every  Member 
of  the  Lower  Houfe  and  every  elector  in  the  king¬ 
dom,  but  a  General  Warrant  may  carry  horror 
and  cruelty  to  every  family  and  every  individual 
in  the  iiland,  for  it  can  be  confidered  in  no  other 
light  than  as  a  declaration  of  war  againfc  the  peo¬ 
ple  at  large.  Your  harangues  on  that  fubjeft  in 
February  1764  might  not  perhaps  befo  popular,, 
but  they  would  be  ftill  more  curious  and  intere fl¬ 
ing  even  than  the  prefent  Speech,  only  I  fear  they 
would  take  more  years  than  the  other  has  months 
to  render  them  in  any  way  palatable  to  the  public, 
I  was  in  the  gallery,.  Sir,  during  the  whole  debate, 
on  the  third  of  laft  February,  and  I  recollect  your 
arguments,  which  were  fenfible  and  cogent,  altho’ 
I  do  not  remember  all  the  melliti  verb  or  um  glob  nil 
of  the  Speech  publiflied  la  ft  Monday.  The  warmth 
of  the  colouring,  the  glowing  touches,  and  foft 
graces  have  grown  fince  under  your  forming  hands , 
or  thole  more  elegant  of  a  new  friend,  on  whom 
nature  has  lavifhed  all  the  powers  of  the  fublime 
<and  beautiful ,  or  perhaps  they  may  be  the  firft 
fruits  of  the  Grenvillian  Family  Compadl . 
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The  prefent  produftion  has  indeed  no  fmall  de¬ 
gree  of  literary  merit,  and  if  I  did  not  hear  you, 

I  read  you  through  with  fatisfaction  and  eafe.  I 
afterwards  went  to  lee  my  old  friend,  the  date 
prifoner,  at  the  King’s  Bench.  1  enquired  if  he  had 
feen  your  Speech.  He  told  me,  that  he  had  read  it 
with  great  care ;  that  he  confidered  it  as  a  direst  aZ  of 
hoftility  on  your  part  \  that  as  to  the  vote  you  gave  in 
parliament  againfl  his  expulfton ,  he  had  not  the  obliga¬ 
tion  cf  that  vote  to  Mr.  Grenville  •,  that  the  speech 
was  crowded  with  faljhoods  \  that  he  had  a  sways  dt- 
tejied  you  as  a  minijter ,  but  defpifed  you  as  a  puvate 
man-,  and  that  he  Jhould  never  think  it  vsoUh  Ls 
vshile  to  take  the  leaji  notice  cf  your  illiberal  abufe. 
This  he  declared  to  be  his  fitted  purpole,  and  it  is 
well  known  how  invariable  he  is  in  ail  his  refclu- 
tions.  But  although  Mr.  Wilkes  determines  to 
pafs  over  this  feeble  attack  oi  an  enemy,  who 
fights  only  with  the  weapons  of  malice  and  falfhood, 
J  {hall  not  fuffer  fuch  an  injury  done  my  friend  to 
pafs  unnoticed  or  unpunifhed.  1  now  call  upon 
you,  Sir,  to  juftify  yourfelf  at  the  candid  and  im¬ 
partial,  but  awful,  tribunal  of  the  public,  i  he 
charge  will  be  direct  and  pointed,  h  out  aniwci 
ought  to  be  plain  and  full. 
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1  • 

The  injurious  treatment  Mr.  Wilkes  lias  received 
from  you  did  not  begin  with  the  publication  of 
lad  Monday.  You  have  formerly  a&ed  a  mod 
unjud  and  wicked  part  with  refpeft  to  him,  altho’ 
with  your  natural  cowardice  and  cunning,  in  a  fafe 
and  covert  manner.  After  the  mock  abdication  of 
Lord  Bute  in  April  1763,  it  was  given  out  by  au¬ 
thority  to  the  foreign  miniders,  and  to  all  con¬ 
cerned  in  public  affairs  at  home,  that  the  Kino- 
had  placed  his  government  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 

Grenville  and  the  Laris  of  Halifax  and  Egremont, 
who  in  all  matters  of  moment  were  to  aft  in  con¬ 
junction.  The  famous  triumvirate  were  ordered  to 
agree,  and  at  no  time  to  fail  concurring  in  every 
point  of  importance,  but  never  to  open  except 
like  a  parifh  ched  with  the  three  keys  together. 

This  happened  in  the  middle  of  April,  and  the 
end  of  the  fame  month  the  General  Warrant  fio-ned 
by  E01  d  Halifax  tfiued,  not  only  without  any  tn- 
formation  upon  oath,  btit  without  the  lead  infor¬ 
mation  whatever,  except  the  publifher’s  name. 

You  did  not  indeed  fign  the  General  Warrant,  nor 
n>.  Wan  ant  of  Commitment  to  tlieTower,  in  which 
both  the  Secretaries  concurred,  becaufe  that  bufinefs 
was  not  in  your  department  as  Fird  Lord  of  the 
1  reaiui  y,  and  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  but  you 
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advifed,  approved,  and  afterwards  juftified  the  mea- 
fare  both  in  and  out  of  parliament.  The  whole 
plan  was  your  own,  and  every  part  of  it  was  car¬ 
ried  into  execution  te  conjilium ,  et  Tiros  prnebente 
d 01,0 s.  You  have  in  this  manner  artfully  efcaped 
the  profecution,  which  Mr.  Wilkes  carried  on 
againft  the  two  Secretaries  of  State,  your  coadju¬ 
tors  and  afiociates  in  power,  but  your  guilt  is  equal. 
The  low  cunning  which  marks  your  character, 
faved  you  here,  and  has  always  faved  you  through 
life.  Your  conduct  with  refpeft  to  the  late  fe¬ 
lonious  Peace  was  alike  cautious,  fubtle,  and  well 
calculated  for  your  own  private  fafety.  You 
quitted  the  poft  of  Secretary  of  State  not  three 
weeks  before  even  the  Preliminaries  of  Peace 
could  be  figned,  and  you  ridiculoufly  accepted 
Sir  Edward  Hawke’s  prefent  office  of  Firft  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  becaufe  you  knew  how  bafe 
and  difhonourable  the  conditions  of  the  Peace 
were,  and  forefaw  the  probability  of  the  refentment, 
which  a  brave,  injured  people  have  at  length  (hewn 
againft  every  perion  concerned  in  that  treachery. 

I  do  not  charge  the  late  treaty  as  your  aft,  but  I 
accule  you  as  having  in  the  Cabinet  and  in  Par-* 
]i ament  juftified  even  the  Preliminary  Articles , 
altho’  the  Eafi  India  Company  would  have  been  in¬ 
fallibly 
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Jallibly  ruined  by  a  fingle  article  of  this  fallacious  and 
baneful  negotiation,  for  I  will  venture  to  quote  the 
late  martyr,  the  North  Briton,  No.  45.  After¬ 
wards  you  voted  for  the  entire  approbation  of  the 
Peace  of  Paris.  Lord  Bute  in  the  Iioufe  of  Lords 
gloried  in  that  public  felony  againft  the  people  as 
his  a£t,  and  indeed  nihil  fibi  cx  if  a  laude  centurio. 


nihil  prufcMus,  nihil  cohors,  nihil  turma  decerpit . 
When  thatfeene  of  iniquity  was  fully  compleated9 
and  Lord  Bute  affedted  to  retire,  you  quitted  your 
iea-ftation,  and  fucceeded  him  in  the  Trealury,  as 
you  did  before  in  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State  for 
theNorthern  Department.  You  then  held  the  public 
purfe,  Philip  Carteret  Webb  was  your  Solicitor  and 
chief  agent,  and  Carrington  continued  King’s  Mel- 


fenger  and  pay-mafter  of  the  Crown  evidence.  You 
talked  us  to  death  about  ccconomy.  You  really  prac- 
tiled  it  in  private,  while  you  aftonifhed  us  with  the 
profufenels  of  the  public  expence,  and  difplayed 
a  perfecuting  fpirit  and  rage  againft  all  the  friends 
of  liberty  beyond  the  virulence  of  the  envenomed 
Scot  himfelft 


There  is,  Sir,  in  almoft  every  part  of  your 
Speech  a  rancour  and  malevolence  againft  Mr. 
Wilkes,  which  has  betrayed  you  into  a  variety 
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o  1  grofs  mrftakes,  and  palpable  faljhoods.  Did  yon 
mean  to  gratify  a  private  and  perfonal  refcntmeni ‘  f or 
the  abufe  Mr .  Wilkes  has  Jo  liberally  (as  you  afiert, 
thrown  upon  you?  page  6.  If  you  did,  you  have 
accomplifhed  it  at  the  expence  of  honour,  truth, 
and  your  own  reputation.  The  world  {hall  judge. 
You  fay  in  page  io,  that  he  (Mr.  Wilkes)  was 
tried  and  convicted  for  being  the  author  and 
publijloer  of  the  three  obfeene  and  impious  libels ,  &c. 

You  repeat  the  accufation,  page  rp,  with  regard 
to  the  three  objeene  and  impious  libels ,  which  were 
written  by  him.  I  have  examined  your 
charge  with  an  office-copy  of  the  fecond  fentence 
paffied  on  Mr.  Wilkes,  and  I  find  it  abfolutely 
groundlefs.  There  is  not  a  fyllable  of  author  or 
authorJJjip  in  any  part  of  it.  The  words  are,  being 
convifled  of  certain  trefpajfes,  contempts ,  and  grand 
mifdemcanors ,  in  printing  and  publishing  an 
cbfcene  and  impious  libel,  inti  tied  An  EJfay  on  Woman , 
and  other  impious  libels  in  the  information  in  that 
behalf  fpecifed ,  whereof  he  is  impeached ,  &c.  I 
may  now  appeal  to  the  impartial  public,  if  truth 
is  not  here  fhamefully  violated  by  you.  Is  this 
that  juflice  which  is  due  to  every  man ,  and  which  we 
ought  to  be  more  particularly  careful  to  preferve ,  in  aft 
injlance  where  puff  on  and-  prejudice  may  both  concur 

in 


[  8  ] 

in  the  violation  of  it?  page  ri.  I  am  afraid  we 
not  only  fee  paffion  and  • prejudice ,  but  the  bafenefs 
and  malignity  of  a  heart,  not  an  atom  of  which 
remains  uncankered — But  perhaps  fince  I  have 
fearched,  the  Record ,  being  in  the  King’s  Bench, 
has  been  altered.  In  that  cafe,  and  in  that  only, 

I  am  ready  to  afk  your  pardon. 

The  fame  falfe  reprefentation  is  extended  to  the 
North  Briton ,  No.  45.  You  fay,  the  next  article 
is  that  of  the  [editions  libel ,  the  North  Briton ,  for 
which  the  author  and  publijher  was  defervedly  pro- 
fecuted ,  tried  and  convicted ,  five  years  ago ,  page  20, 
and  when  he  (Mr.  Wilkes)  wrote  that  feditious 
libel  againfi  the  King,  and  both  Houfes  of  Parliament, 
page  9.  Now,  Sir,  I  again  appeal  to  the  fame 
irrefragable  proof,  the  Record  of  the  Court.  That 
Record  only  dates,  being  convifted  of  certain  tref- 
pajfes ,  contempts ,  and  grand  mif demeanors  in  print- 
1  n g  and  publishing  a  [editions  ama  [andaloas  libel , 
entitled ,  The  North  Briton ,  No.  45,  whereof  he  is  im¬ 
peached.  In  both  cafes  therefore  the  accufation, 
trial  and  conviction  as  to  the  authorfuip  are  entirely  ' 
fabricated,  or  rather  forged,  by  Mr.  George 
Grenville. 
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Th  ere  remained,  Sir,  but  one  other  thing,  on 
which  you  could  try  your  hand,  and  it  has  not 
efcaped  you.  I  mean  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Wilkes 
the  lad  winter  to  the  Houle  of  Commons.  Your 
words  are,  it  was  but  a  jew  days  ago  that  I  fpoke  and 
voted  to  rejlrain  Mr.  Wilkes  from  entering  into  the 
greater  part  of  his  petition,  becaufe  the  fubjett 
matter  of  his  complaint  had  been  folly  heard ,  and 
the  parties  to  it  duly  acquitted  by  the  lajt  Houfe  of 
Commons ,  page  21.  A  more  diredt  fallhood  I  be¬ 
lieve  never  came  from  the  prefs,  or  even  difgraced 
St.  Stephen’s  Chapel.  I  defire  to  know  if  the  late 
Houfe  of  Commons,  did  fully  hear  the  complaint 
of  the  Evafioti  of  the  Habeas  Corpus ,  or  the  close 
commitment  of  their  member  for  three  days  without  pen^ 
ink ,  or  paper ,  or  the  permiffion  of  feeing  any  per fon  but 
kis  gaolers,  although  charged  only  with  a  mifdemeanor , 
or  the  breach  of  privilege  by  ferving  a  member  of  par¬ 
liament  with  a  subpoena.  Was  either  of  thefc 
quedions  once  agitated  in  the  lad  Houfe  of  Com¬ 
mons  ?  The  Minority  ought  to  take  fhame  to 
themlelves  that  quedions  of  fuch  magnitude  never 
were  even  mentioned  in  the  Houfe,  except  once 
by  Mr.  Wilkes  himfelf,  on  the  fird  day  of  the 
fcfiion,  and  the  only  day  his  ill  health  permitted 
him  to  attend.  Many  other  complaints  in  his  Pc- 
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tition  have  occurred  fince,  and  therefore  could 
not  be  dated  before ;  fuch  as,  that  counter-notices^ 
figned  fummoning  officer ,  were  fait  to  fever al  of  his 
jury  only  the  day  before  the  trials ,  and  that  the  papers 
Jeizcd  under  the  General  Warrant  were  produced  as 
evidence  on  his  trials .  Was  either  of  theie  circum- 
ftances  even  dated  to  the  late  Houle  of  Commons, 
fo  far  from  being  fully  heard,,  and  yet  they  make  a 
part  of  this  very  Petition?  You  add  that  the  parties 
were  duly  acquitted  by  the  l aft  Iloufe  of  Com - 
mens.  This  too  is  a  perverfion.  The  Journals 
only  fay,  that  the  complaint  (of  the  imprifonment 
of  Mr.  Wilkes’s  perfony  the  plundering  of  his 
houle,  the  feizing  of  his  papers,  &c.)  againft  thole 
worthy  Gentlemen,  Philip  Carteret  Webb ,  Robert 
Wood,  John  Money ,  Robert  Blackmon e ,  and  James 
Watfon ,  be  difeharged.  Journals,  vol.  29.  page  84?, 
An  honed  Englifh  Jury  however  nobly  vindicated 
the  rights  of  the  people.  They  had  at  heart  the 
liberty  of  the  fubjedt,  and  defpifed  the  example 
of  meannefs  and  treachery  given  them  by  the  Ma¬ 
jority  in  a  place, 

Where  crowns  of  freedom,  by  the  fathers  won, 

Drop  leaf  by  leaf  from  each  degen’rate  foil. 

The 
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The  fame  Mr.  Wood  was  not  duly  acquitted  by  a 
jury  of  his  peers.  He  was  found  guilty ,  fined  one 
t-houfand  pounds  fterling  and  the  cofts  of  fuir. 

You  obferve,  1  cannot  agree  with  thofe ,  who 
think  that  the  'papers  relative  to  it  (the  HfTay  on 
Woman)  were  obtained  by  thofe ,  who  profecuted  him 
in  any  undue  or  improper  manner.  The  contrary  has 
appeared  by  Mr.  Wilkes's  own  evidence  a  few  days 
ago .  That  profecution  was  begun  in  another  place ,  and 

I  HAD  NOTHING  TO  DO  WITH  IT;  but  in  jlficc  to 
thofe  who  were  concerned ,  I  muft  fay ,  that  there  was  net 
the  leaf  foundation  for  all  that  calumny  that  has  been 
propagated  with  regard  to  the  manner  of  obtaining 
them ;  for  the  truth  of  which  I  appeal  to  the  exami¬ 
nation ,  which  the  Houfe  has  fo  lately  made  on  Mr. 
Wilkes's  Petition  upon  that  fubjetl ,  page  2  p  As 
you  have  appealed  to  that  examination,  and  declare 
there  was  not  the  leaf  foundation  for  that  c<ilumrr\ 
I  Hall  tranferibe  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wilkes’s  ler- 
vant,  Michael  Curry,  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  on  thelaflof  January  1769,  alcho’  what 
lie  faid  there  is  a  good  deal  foftened  from  what 
he  fwore  at  the  Manfion-Houfe  on  the  third  of 
Augull  preceding,  before  he  had  been  foftened 
fcimfelf. 
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Curry 


Curry  declares  at  the  bar,  “  that  he  had  expreft 
“  orders  to  print  only  twelve  copies,  to  deliver 
“  them  to  Mr.  Wilkes  himfelf,  and  not  to  (hew  any 
u  part  of  them  to  any  perfon  whatever;  that  however 
“  he  (hewed  them  to  Haffall ,  Haffall  to  Faden, 
“  Faden  to  Kidgell,  Kidgell  to  Lord  March,  &c. 
Sc  that  one  Farmer  offered  him  money,  that  Faden 
“  defir ed  a  copy ,  faid  he  would  make  it  worth  his 
“  while,  that  Faden  (Irongly  repeated,  it  was  to 
1C  ferve  feme  people ,  who  would  make  it  worth  his 
“  while ,  that  he  had  many  fuch  offers  after ,  that 
<c  there  was  a  clamour  that  he  jhould  he  profecutcd 
“  for  felony ,  (in  robbing  Mr.  Wilkes  of  that  copy;) 
“  that  he  applied  to  fee  Mr.  Wilkes,  but  was  re^ 
fufed;  that  he,  Webb,  Kidgell,  Faden,  Farmer, 
4C  and  others  met  at  the  Horn  Tavern,  and  other 
cc  places  ;  that  the  report  gaining  ground  that  he 
“  fhould  be  profecuted  for  felony,  he  Went  to  Faden, 
“  and  furrendered  it  ( the  ftolen  copy )  to  him,  that 
<c  he  went  the  fame  evening  with  Faden  to  Webb, 
*4  that  Webb  bid  him  not  be  afraid,  that  he  ( Webbl 
"  would  take  care  of  him,  that  he  lived  in  Webb's 
“  houfeaweek  together ,  that  he  was  confined  there,  that 
“  they  would  not  let  him  go  out ,  that  Webb  fent 
him  to  Carrington ,  who  regularly  every  week 
^  f applied  him  with  money ,  that  Webb  faid  lie  might 

depend 
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“  depend  on  being  taken  care  of,  that  Government 
“  would  take  care,  of  him  for  furrendering  the  copy , 
“  and  giving  the  evidence  againft  Mr,  Wilkes,  that 
Carrington  declared  he  was  accountable  to  go - 
i4  vernment  for  the  money  he  paid  him,  that  he 
“  faw  Lord  Sandwich,  who  told  him  that  he  might 
4C  depend  on  any  thing  in  his  power.”  Webb’s 
original  letters  to  Hattall  were  likewife  produced 
at  the  bar,  and  proved  to  be  his  hand  writing. 
In  one  of  them  Webb  tells  Hattall  to  defire  Curry 
to  put  down  in  writing  what  pajfed — that  they  miglt 
alt  concur  in  one  fiory,  Thele  are  the  very  words  of 
the  Minutes,  Can  a  (Longer  offer  be  made  to  a 
fervant  to  rob  his  matter?  Does  not  this  give  the 
leaf  foundation  for  the  public  opinion  ?  It  appears 
Curry  did  rob  his  matter  of  the  Effay  on  Woman, 
that  he  fold  it  to  Faden,  from  whom  the  Solicitor 
of  the  Treafury,  Webb ,  with  whom  Faden  was  in 
conftant  correfpondence,  obtained  it;  Lord  Sand¬ 
wich  had  it  from  the  Solicitor,  and  then  it  came 
into  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  the  King’s  Bench, 
undoubtedly  to  the  more  real  concern  of  Mr, 
Wilkes,  than  of  any  man  in  the  kingdom. 

During  all  thefe  proceedings  you  continued 
at  the  head  of  the  Treafury,  Webb  was  your 
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folicitor,  and  Carrington  the  confidential  meffenger 
and  pay-mafter.  He  declared  at  the  Bar,  that  the 
money  Curry  received,  came  from  the  King's  Treafury 
Chamber ,  and  that  Webb  gave  him  an  authority 
under  his  own  hand  for  the  feveral  lutns  paid  to 
Curry.  Carrington’s  evidence  proves  that  the 
money  Curry  received  was  public  money,  for  which 
the  firft  Commiflioner  of  the  Treafury  is  account¬ 
able.  I  therefore  neither  wonder  at  your  negative 
to  Mr.  Wilkes's  being  buffered  to  go  into  the 
greater  part  of  his  Petition,  which  refpe&ed  Ge¬ 
nera!  Par  rants,  tire  Seizure  of  Papers,  the  Evaf.on 
cf  the  Habeas  Corpus,  and  other  enormities  of  your 
Minitiry,  nor  at  yourjoining  even  with  the  prefent 
Adminiftration  in  the  denying  him  “  all  fucli  ac- 

“  counts  as  have  been  paffed,  declared,  or  received 
“  from  Philip  Carteret  Webb,  Efq;  late  folicitor 
“  of  his  Majefty’s  Trealury,  fince  Midfummer 
1762,  from  the  Auditors  of  the  Imprcfh,  or  their 
“  deputies.”  Innocence  and  honour  would  have 
whifpered  you  to  lecond  the  motion  of  Sir  Jofeph 
Mawbey,  and  even  to  fupplicate  the  Houfe,  that  all 
thofe  accounts  might  be  laid  before  Parliament,  but 
conicious  guilt,  alarmed  at  the  confeqoences  of  it, 
made  you  tremble  and  oppoie.  So  much  for  the 
conspiracy  of  Meffieurs  Grenville,  Webb,  Car- 
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rington,  Kidgell,  Curry,  Hafia.il,  Jennings,  Far- 
mer  and  Faden.  Unfpotted  names  and  memorable 
long ! 

You  are  pleafed  to  afiert,  that  Mr.  Wilkjss  was 
tried  and  conviEfed  by  a  favourable  jury,  page  io. 
A  favourable  jury,  which  afiked  no  one  quefiion,and 
only  pronounced  the  fingle  word  guilty,  is  abfolute 
nonfenfe.  It  is  only  to  be  paralleled  by  Lord 
Iviansfield’s  declaration  on  the  reverfal  of  Mr. 
Wilkes’s  out-lawry,  that  he  had  the  Jlrongefi  inclina¬ 
tion  in  favour  of  the  defendant.  You  ought  to 
have  faid  that  he  was  tried  by  an  illegal  jury,  for 
notices  declaring  that  the  trials  were  put  off,  figned 
Summoning -Officer,  were  lent  to  feveral  of  the  legal 
fummoned  jury  only  the  day  before  the  trials, fo  that 
no  fair  jury  of  his  countrymen  have  pronounced 
any  judgment  on  him.  You  knew  this  circum- 
ftance,  and  therefore  were  greatly  criminal  in  de¬ 
nying  Mr.  Wilkes  the  juftice  of  going  into  this 
part  of  his  Petition .  Was  the  jury  which  found 
Mr.  Wilkes  guilty  of  publifhing  an  unpublifhed 
poem,  a  favourable,  or  even  a  confcientious,  jury  ? 

You  declare  that  it  was  for  a  libel  certainly  net  lefs 
[edit ions  or  criminal  than  Dr.  Sbebbeare's ,  page  10. 
W  hat  you  think  fediticus  or  criminal ,  you  only 
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can  determine.  As  to  the  Sixth  Letter  to  the  Veo~ 
pie  cf  England,  it  was  charged  in  the  information 
to  be  falfe,  as  well  as  wicked,  &c.  and  was  proved 
io  to  the  fatisfadlion  of  all  mankind.  Was  the 
woid  falfe  in  the  information  againft  the  North 
Briton,  No.  45  ?  The  charge  of  faljhocd  was  not 
made  againft  any  part  of  that  paper.  If  it  had,  and 
Mr.  Wilkes  continued  in  a  ftate  of  health  to  have 
directed  his  own  defence,  he  would  have/  Ipcenaed 
you  to  prove  various  articles  in  it,  particularly  that 
important  pafiage,  the  large  debt  on  the  Civil  Lift, 
already  above  half  a  year  in  arrear,  fhews  pretty 
clearly  the  trail  fa  cl  ions  of  the  winter.  Did  you 
learn  thole  manoeuvres  from  the  great  father  of 
coriuption.  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  of  whom  you 
Ipeak  with  fuch  reverence?  You,  Sir,  were 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  on  the  firft  day  of  the 
Seffion  in  iy6j.  Mr.  Wilkes  there  maintained 
that  every  line  of  the  North  Briton,  No.  45,  was 
founded  on  truth.  He  challenged  Lord  North 
and  all  the  Miniftry  to  point  Out  a  Angle  falfliood. 
Did  his  Lordftiip  attempt  it?  Did  you  offer  a 
word  in  anfwer  to  fo  direft  and  bold  a  challenge? 
You  did  not:  you  could  not.  What  did  the 
Iloufe  do?  The  very  Majority  accufed  of  that 
corruption  expelled  the  uncorrupt  Senator,  whom 

they 
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they  thought  to  be  the  accufer,  and  in  that  manner 
only  juftified  themfelves,  avenged  the  indignity 
offered  to  them  by  one  of  their  own  members ,  page 
20,  and  punifhed  the  particular  offence  committed 
againji  them ,  page  21.  I  will  venture  to  afk  even 
you,  Sir,  who  have  not  entirely  forgot,  tho’  you  wifh 
we  fhould,  all  your  former  pleadings  at  the  Old 
Bailey,  whether  indeed  a  fhort  paper,  which  did  not 
contain  one  line  untrue,  is  equally  criminal  with  a 
volume,  which  fcarcely  contained  a  fingle  truth, 
which  traduced  the  Revolution ,  afperlcd  the  me¬ 
mory  of  King  William  III.,  grofsly  vilified  King 
Geoige  I.  and  II.,  and  baflar difed  the  whole  royal 
family .  Is  the  North  Briton ,  No.  45,  with  the  long 
lift  of  hard  ill-founding  adjedti  vzs, malicious,  feditious, 
fcandalous ,  &c.  equally  criminal  with  fuch  a  paper  ? 
Lord  Mansfield  declared  in  Weftminfter  Hall, 
that  Dr.  Shebbeare  by  that  letter,  approached  the 
near  eft  to  High  T reafon  without  actually  committing 
it,  of  any  paper  he  ever  read.  The  trial  was  in  1758, 
yet  fo  Ihort  a  time  afterwards  as  during  your  Ad- 
minftration  in  1 763  this  man  was  penfioned,  and 
Bill  continues  in  the  pay  of  government.  I  fhall 
only  mention  one  other  particular  on  this  fubjedt 
to  fhew  how  difingenuous  you  are  in  every  the 
minuteft  circumftance.  When  you  ftate  how 
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much  more  feverely  Dr.  Shebbeare  was  treated 
than  Mr.  Wilkes,  you  mention  that  the  Doctor 
was  fined,  pilloried,  and  imprifoned,  but  you  care¬ 
fully  conceal  from  us,  that  his  fine  was  but  5I. 
Mr.  Wilkes  was  fined  500I.  only  for  the  North 
Briton ,  No.  45. 

I  agree  entirely  with  you,  Sir,  that  the  motion 
for  expelling  Mr.  Wilkes  was  not  unexpefted^  page  5. 
It  had  been  long  forefeen,  and  was  very  generally 
known  after  the  firft  week  of  the  laid  fefiion. 
When  Mr.  Fitzherbert’s  vifit  to  the  King’s  Bench 
proved  ineffe&ual,  and  Mr.  Wilkes’s  Petition  to 
the  Houle  of  Commons  was  prefented  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  day,  it  was  underfiood  that  he  was  marked 
out  as  an  immediate  facrifice,  that  the  minifter’s 
power  was  held,  even  for  the  winter,  by  the  tenure 
of  carrying  two  points,  which  the  Court  had  at 
heart,  the  expulfion  of  Mr.  Wilkes ,  and  the  paying 
the  enormous  debts  of  the  Civil  Lift.  The  laft  was 
not  half  fo  earneftly  urged  as  the  former,  for  much 
additional  ill  humour  and  anger  againft  that  gentle¬ 
man  had  been  conceived  from  his  rejecting  every 
intrigue  and  negociation,  male  and  female,  for  his 
pardon,  and  repeatedly  declaring  to  a  great  man’s 
agent,  when  he  was  defired  to  name  his  own  con¬ 
ditions, 
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diuons,  that  he  never  would  accept  a  pardon,  un- 
lefs  it  cam c  entirely  unclogged,  and  unconditional,  anc 
that  he  would  owe  it  only  to  his  Sovereign’s  grace 
and  favour.  Such  an  unconquerable  fpirit  of  free¬ 
dom  even  in  prifon,  and  the  juft  defence  of  his 
own  innocence,  were  not,  and  never  wall  be  for¬ 
given.  They  will  create  him  difficulties  and  i t  - 
trefies  from  the  fame  quarter,  with  which  he  will 
llruggle  as  long  as  he  lives. 

You  declare  that  had  Mr.  mikes  ventured  to 
return  heme ,  whilft  you  had  the  honour  to  be  en- 
trujled  with  the  executive  pozvers  of  the  fate,  he 
jhould  not  have  remained  out  of  euftedy  four  and 
twenty  hours,  without  fubmtlttng  htmfclf  to  tic 
jujtice  or  the  mercy  of  the  King,  whom  he  had  fo 
grievoujly  offended,  page  49.  Such  is  the  wretched 
cant  of  minifters,  whenever  they  are  attacked  them- 
felves,  but  the  impofture  is  too  Hale  to  pals.  It 
is  impoffible  to  fuppofe  the  King  was  grievoujly  of¬ 
fended,  becaufe  the  Minifters  were  treated  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  exceeding  demerits,  when  at  the  fame 
time  the  utmoft  reverence  was  (hewn  to  his  lacred 
character.  In  that  very  paper  he  is  laid  to  be  a 
prince  of  fo  many  great  and  amiable  qualities ,  whom 

England  truly  reveres,  and  it  is  added,  the  perfcnal 
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cbaro.Hcr  of  cur  prefent  amiable  Sovereign  makes 
us  eafy  and  happy  that  fi  great  a  power  is  lodg'd 
tn  fuch  hands.  Might  not  therefore  the  North 
Briton,  No.  45,  after  fuch  juftice  done  to  the 
c  tarafter  of  the  Sovereign,  fafely  fay  of  Minirters, 
‘The  Scotch  Minijler  has  indeed  retired.  Is  his 
influence  at  an  end?  or  does  he  JIM  govern  by  the 
three  wretched  tools  of  his  power,  who  to  their  in- 
dehble  infamy  have  fupported  the  mcfi  odious  of  his 
meafures ,  the  late  ignominious  Peace ,  and  the  wicked 
extenfion  of  the  arbitrary  mode  of  Excife?  but  the 
Mimflers,  and  Mr.  Grenville  in  particular,  one  of 
tne  three,  were  indeed  juftly  as  well  as  grievoufly 
of  ended,  and  therefore  he  again  in  his  speech  very 
indecently  introduces  the  facred  perfon  of  the  kin* 
to  avenge  his  own  private,  and  perfonal  quarrel! 

.  e,ther  theJuMe  nor  the  mercy  of  the  Kina  were 
m  an^  Part  t*ie  bufinefs  once  compromifed.  The 
very  caufe  of  all  this  dire  difcord  was  merely 

Junnnis  gravis  ira,  et  inexfaturabile  pedlus, 

Quam  nec  longa  dies,  pietas  nec  mitigat  alia. 

Bnt  let  me  afk,  did  you  not,  Sir,  advife  and  fupport 
Lord  Bute’s  two  favourite  meafures,  the  Peace,  and 
*  Excife,  and  did  not  the  molt  grievous  and  op- 
preffive  part  of  that  duty  on  Cyder  and  Perry 
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continue  till  the  too  fhort-lived  adminiftration  of 
the  virtuous  Lord  Rockingham.  The  fubjeft  was 
then  indeed  at  length  relieved,  but  the  Petitions  of 
the  City  of  London  to  the  King,  and  to  the  other 
the  le0i(lature,  were  prefented  during 
Lord  Bute’s  Mlniftry,  in  which  whole  period, 
and  the  fubfequent  triumvirate,  the  oppreffion 
continued.  This  could  not  have  happened  but 
from  the  wicked  artifice  of  Lord  Bute  to  infinu- 
ate  at  firft  to  his  Mailer  the  neceffity,  and  of 
you  afterwards  to  perluade  the  continuance  of 
that  Excife^  by  which  the  ‘private  houses  of  every 
pee?\  gentleman ,  freeholder ,  and  farmer ,  were  made 
liable  to  be  entered  and  fearched  at  pie  a  fur  e  by  an  in - 
folent  excifeman .  I  fiiall  Hate  the  conduft  of  Henry 
IV.  of  France  on  a  fimilar  occafion.  The  example 
will  carry  the  greateft  weight,  for  it  is  given  us 
by  confefied ly  the  mod  brave,  humane,  ma^na- 
nimous,  and  gallant  gentleman  of  sdl  modern 
princes,  whofe  godlike  deeds  and  fad  fate  ftill  draw 
tears  of  gratitude  and  pity  from  every  lover  of  his 
country  in  France.  It  will  fhew  how  happy  a  Prince 
is  with  a  wife  and  honeft  Minifter,  like  Sully,  and 
how  much  to  be  lamented  when  in  the  power 
of  one,  who  wants  wifdom ,  like  Lord  Bute,  or 
affection  for  the  people,  like  Mr.  Grenville.  That 
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King  had  been  perfuaded  to  lay  an  additional 
duty  on  wine,  to  be  levied  much  in  the  way 
of  your  late  Excife.  The  people  in  general 
murmured  exceedingly,  and  the  Parliament  of 
Paris  refufed  to  regifter  the  new  edid.  The 
King  was  at  Fontainebleau.  It  became  necef- 
i'ary  to  hold  a  lit  de  juftice,  that  the  Sovereign 
in  perfon  might  caufe  the  edid  to  be  regiftered 
in  his  Court  of  Parliament,  as  it  is  always  called 
in  France.  Fie  therefore  came  to  Paris,  but 
was  received  by  the  people,  whom  he  tenderly 
loved,  in  fo  cold  a  manner  and  with  fo  profound 
a  filence,  contrary  to  what  he  had  ever  known, 
that  he  could  not  avoid  exclaiming  to  Sully,  Mon 
ami,  pourquoi  ejh-ce  qu  on  no  onto ,  Vivo  lo  Roy?  Sully 
honeftly  explained  to  his  Majefty  the  nature  of 
the  projeded  new  tax,  and  the  general  dilcontent 
of  the  people,  upon  which  the  king  only  faid,  Mon 
ami,  retournons-nous ,  and  immediately  went  back  to 
Fontainebleau.  The  edid  was  never  regiftered, 
nor  the  tax  colleded.  The  foolifh  pageantry  of 
the  lit  de  juftice  was  fucceeded  by  a  moft  affeding 
fcene,  by  the  loudeft  acclamations,  by  the  tears 
and  bleffings  of  the  whole  grateful  capital.  Such 
was  the  condud  of  the  great  Flenry  IV.;  and  fimilar 

would  undoubtedly  have  been  that  of  George  III, 
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on  occafion  of  the  City’s  Petition  to  him  againft 
the  Excife,  if  the  Favourite,  or  his  Minifter,  had 
really  refembled  Sully,  or  even  the  portrait  of  him 
drawn  for  Mr.  Grenville  by  the  author  of  The 
Prefent  State  of  the  Nation,  or  for  Lord  Bute  by 
the  Chevalier D’Eon,  in  th zConfiderations  Hiftoriques 
et  Politiques  fur  les  Impots. 

You  endeavour  as  much  as  you  can  to  take  oB 
the  odium  of  General  Warrants,  by  obferving  that 
they  have  had  an  hundred  years  praUife,  under  the 
eye  of  the  great  eft  lawyers,  before  the  fupreme  courts 
cf  juftice,  without  being  ever  queftioned  in  one  fingle 
inftanee,  page  9.  You  did  not  advert,  that  you 
were  paying  Mr.  Wilkes  the  higheft  compliment, 
as  the  firft  perion,  who  dared  to  oppole  the  long- 
ufurped  powers  of  government,  and  to  withlland 
the  greateft  lawyers  as  well  as  molt  arbitrary 
Minifters,  who  had  braved  all  their  menaces, 
and  laughed  to  fcorn  their  threats  of  vengeance, 
in  order  to  redeem  his  countrymen  from  op- 
preffion  and  flavery,  to  relfore  the  true  prin¬ 
ciples  of  law  itfelf,  and  to  enforce  the  molt 
important  article  in  magna  charta.  Nullus 
liber  homo  capiatur,  vel  imprifonetur,  cut  difftiji- 
atur  de  libero  tenemento  fuo,  vel  liber  tat', bus,  vel  It- 
beris  confuetudinibus  fuis,  aut  utlagetur,  aut  ex u let. 
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&ut  aliquo  modo  deftruatur  ;  nec  fuper  emu  ibimus, 
necfuper  eum  mittemus,  nifi  per  legale  judicium  parium 
fuorum,  vel per  legem  terra,  ch.  xxix.  The  prefent 
Lord  Chancellor  declared  from  the  Bench,  “  that 
“  a  Gtneral  Warrant  is  unconftitutional,  illegal* 
“  and  abfolutely  void,  and  that  he  Ihould  always 
“  C01lfider  as  a  rod  of  iron  for  the  chaftifement 
“  ot  the  PeoPle  of  Great  Britain,”  and  his  Lord- 
flup  judicially  condemned  the  Seizure  of  Papers, 
but  you,  Sir,  long  prevented  any  Parliamentary 
cenfure  in  either  cafe,  although  you  knew  that 
fuch  was  the  ufage  of  our  anceftors  in  all  points 
of  that  magnitude,  when  the  public  liberty  was 
concerned  ;  and  till  Lord  Rockingham’s  time  we 
do  not  find  the  leaf!;  mark  of  the  dilapprobation  of 
General  V/ irrants,  or  the  Seizure,  of  Papers  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons.  You  went  farther,  as  if 
you  were  determined  not  only  at  prefent  tojuftify, 
but  to  encourage  fuch  atrocious  practices  in  fu¬ 
ture  times.  While  you  was  Firft  Commiffioner, 
you  obtained  an  order,  which  is  entered  in  the 
books  of  the  Treafury,  that  all  expences  incurred, 
or  to  be  incurred,  on  account  of  the  North  Briton, 
^T°-  45>  or  the  Efiay  on  Woman,  fhould  be  paid 
by  the  Treafury,  fo  that  it  is  probable  the  fur- 
viving  Secretary,  Lord  Halifax,  for  having  dared 


to 


[  25  ] 

to  ifiue  the  GeneraUV arrant,  will  at  1  aft  by  yourabufe 
of  the  power  of  office  only  luffier  public  ignominy. 

All  the  circumltances  peculiar  to  the  appre- 
henfion  of  Mr.  Wilkes  under  the  General  JFar- 
rant  you  entirely  omit  in  your  Speech.  Was  it 
forgetfulnefs  that  you  did  not  mention  that  the  Ge¬ 
neral  fVarrant,  under  which  Dr.  Shebbeare  was  ap<- 
prehended,  iffued  during  the  late  war  with  France , 
and  the  other  by  which  Mr.  Vv  ilkes,  and  forty-eight 
other  perfons,were  feized,  in  the  time  of  profound 
peace?  In  yourcomparifon  of  Mr.  Wilkes’s  cale  with 
that  of  the  Doftor,  you  forgot  to  tell  us,  that  in  the 
critical  moment  of  a  war  with  our  mod;  inveterate 
and  infidious  enemy,  the  Sixth  Letter  to  the  People  of 
England  was  calculated  to  inflame  the  nation  by  a 
daring  afiertion  even  in  the  title  page,  tc  that  the 
tc  prefcnt  grandeur  of  France ,  and  the  calamities  of 
“  this  nation,  are  owing  to  the  influence  of  Hanover 
<c  on  the  Councils  of  England,”  and  that  the 
North  Briton ,  No.  45,  only  told  the  people  that 
Lord  Bute,  Mr.  Grenville,  and  the  other  Minifters 
had  betrayed  the  interefts  of  the  nation  at  the 
Peace ,  had  put  a  badge  of  flavery  on  us  by  a  new 
and  odious  Excife ,  and  were  every  hour  abufing 
the  mifplaced  confidence  of  the  molt  amiable 
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Monarch  in  the  world  ?  Yon  likewife  purpoSely 
omit  the  civil  treatment  Dr.  Shebbeare  experi¬ 
enced  in  the  late  reign,  and  all  the  circumftances 
of  wantonnefs,  opprefTion,  and  cruelty  exercifed 
againft  Mr.  Wilkes.  You  did  not  chufe  to  contrail 
the  Doftor’s  cafe  with  what  a  Member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  experienced  in  the  prefent  reign,  and  with 
the  orders  given  by  your  brutal  brother-in-law  and 
colleague,  the  late  Earl  of  Egremont,  to  drag  him 
cut  of  his  bed  at ; midnight .  Was  Dr.  Shebbeare  kept 
for  three  days  a  clofe  prifoner,  without  pen,  ink, 
or  paper,  or  friend,  or  relation  permitted  to  come 
near  him  ?  Was  he  not  very  early  after  his  appre¬ 
hension  carried  before  Lord  Mansfield,  and  ad¬ 
mitted  to  bail,  without  the  lead  difficulty,  or 
any  enquiry  into  the  plain  defedivenefs  of  that 
General  Warrant ?  But  Dr.  Shebbeare  had  only 
injured  the  King  and  the  nation  :  Mr.  Wilkes 
was  fuppofed  to  have  attacked  the  Ministers, 
and  known  to  hate  the  Favourite .  I  believe  Dr. 
Shebbeare  is  the  only  perfon,  who  has  been  ap¬ 
prehended  by  a  General  Warrant ,  fince  Mr.  Wilkes 
became  a  public  man.  He  had  no  acquaintance 
of  any  kind  with  the  Doftor,  nor  was  he  then 
better  informed  than  the  reft  of  the  public  what 
kind  of  Warrant  had  iftued  on  that  occafion. 
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The  affair  of  Mr.  Arthur  Beardmore  has 
been  mifreprefented.  The  Warrant  againft  him 
for  feveral  numbers  of  the  Monitor  was  made 
fpecial ,  but  direfted  the  feizing  of  his  books  and 
papers.  Mr.  Wilkes  knew  Mr.  Beardmore  per- 
fonally,  went  to  vifit  him  at  the  Meffenger’s  houfe, 
and  endeavoured  to  periuade  him  to  bring  an 
aftion  of  falfe  imprifonment  and  damages  for  him- 
felf,  his  clerk,  books,  papers,  &c.  againft  Lord 
Halifax.  This  Mr.  Beardmore  abfolutely  refufed 
at  that  time.  The  tranfadfion  was  in  November 
1762.  As  loon  as  Mr.  Wilkes  was  releafed  from 
the  Tower  in  May  1763,  he  began  the  legal  pro- 
cefs  againft  the  two  Secretaries,  the  Under-Secre¬ 
tary  Mr.  Wood,  See.  After  the  opinions  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  were  known,  and  Mr.  Wood  found 
guilty,  Mr.  Beardmore  commenced  his  aftions,and 
fucceeded  without  any  difficulty  on  the  ground 
already  made.  It  appears  therefore  to  be  the  caufe 
of  liberty,  which  Mr.  Wilkes  had  at  heart,  and 
that  he  did  not  aft  from  the  leaft  perfonal  refent- 
ment.  I  think  it  more  than  probable  that  with¬ 
out  his  cool  perfeverance  and  firmnefs  neither 
General  Warrants  nor  the  Seizure  of  Papers  had 
been  judicially  condemned  to  this  hour.  I  ffiall 
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only  further  add  on  this  head  that  when  all  his 
papers  were  feized,  not  a  line  marked  the  lead 
trace  of  any  correfpondence  with  the  enemies  of 
England,  or  of  liberty.  He  came  pure  from  that 
illegal  ted,  and  al mod  unhurt  from  that  robbery  by 
authority.  He  has  no  relations  at  Rome  in  the 
fervice  of  the  Pretender,  nor  other  dangerous 
correfpondents  at  Paris  or  Madrid.  There  is 
perhaps  an  excule  for  the  levities  of  thofe  papers 
from  the  contagion  of  great  examples  at  that  time 
and  age,  and  their  never  being  feen  before  but  by 
a  few  friends,  men  of  enlarged  and  liberal  minds  : 
but  what  apology  is  fufficient  for  the  drd  Com- 
miffioner  of  the  Treaiury  differing  his  folicitor  and 
agent  Webb  to  retail  dich  private  papers  to  declared 
enemies, for  his  permitting  the  publication  of  family 
anecdotes,  and  the  general  circulation  of  many 
things  at  all  times  improper  for  the  world,  at 
that  time  highly  injurious  to  the  gentleman,  on 
whom  the  robbery  was  committed? 

You  are  pleafed,  Sir,  to  declare  that  you  cannot 
give  your  afftnt  to  the  propofition ,  which  has  been 
made  to  you  (for  expelling  Mr.  Wilkes)  becaufe  if  you 
did,  you  fhould  thereby  commit  a  capital  injujlice  — - 

and 
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and  that  it  is  not  conformable  to  the  ufage  and  law  of 
Parliament — or  to  the  unalter  able  principles  of  natural 
equity  ■ — but  a  new  and  dangerous  mode  of  proceeding, 
unfupported  by  any  precedent  or  example  in  the  records 
of  Parliament,  pages  1 1  and  12.  I  am  glad  to  find 
you  at  length  return  to  the  law  and  ufage  of  Par¬ 
liament,  and  I  defire  you  to  explain  your  conduct 
with  refpedt  to  this  gentleman  on  the  moft  impor¬ 
tant  cafe  in  this  age,  relative  to  the  very  exiftence 
of  the  Lower  Houfe.  The  world,  Sir,  condemns 
you  for  having  in  your  Miniftry  betrayed  the  rights 
of  the  Commons  to  the  Sovereign  in  a  great  dif- 
pute  between  the  crown  and  the  people.  I  need 
not,  Sir,  tell  you  that  by  the  law  of  Parliament 
a  matter  of  Privilege  takes  place  of  every  thing . 
Mr.  Wilkes  had  determined  to  complain  to 

the  Houfe  of  Commons  on  the  fir  ft  day  of  the 
feffion  in  1763,  that  almoft  every  privilege  of 
Parliament  had  been  violated  in  his  perfon,  that  he 
had  fuftered  an  unjuft  and  rigorous  imprifonment, 
a  feizure  of  his  papers,  &c,  &c.  1  le  had  before 

the  meeting  of  Parliament  waited  on  Sir  John  Cud, 
as  Speaker,  and  acquainted  him  that  a  complaint 
of  various  breaches  of  privilege  would  be  made  as 
foon  as  he  took  the  chair.  He  came  down  early  to 

the 
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the  Houfe,  and  fecured  a  place  very  near  the 
Speaker.  The  inftant,  in  which  Sir  John  Cuft 
Hepped  into  the  chair,  Mr.  Wilkes  rofe  and  began 
lus  complaint  of  violated  privilege.  There  was  not 
a  doubt  that  Mr.  Wilkes  firft  rofe  from  his  feat, 
and  even  on  that  account  he  ought  firft  to  have 
been  heard,  but  the  partial  Speaker  over-ruled  him, 
and  pointed  to  Mr.  George  Grenville,  who  as  Chan¬ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid,  that  he  had  a  meffage 
from  the  King.  You,  Sir,  on  your  part  infilled  on 
your  meffage  being  lirft  delivered  and  proceeded 
upon  before  a  matter  of  violated  privilege.  In 
this  you  knowingly  gave  a  molt  dangerous 
wound  to  the  liberties  of  the  people,  for  no  man 
is  better  acquainted  than  you,  that  the  exigence 
of  the  freedom  of  a  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  con- 
fequently  of  their  conftituents,  depends  on  privi¬ 
lege.  It  was  evident  that  the  whole  of  Mr. 
Wilkes’s  bufinefs  would  turn  on  his  complaint  of 
breach  of  privilege  being  heard  before  the  royal 
meffage.  It  is  known  that  this  fineffe  on  your  part 
was  concerted  with  Sir  John  Cuft  before  the  com- 
plaifant  Speaker  took  the  chair.  “  Now  nothing 
tc  in  the  world  could  have  given  a  ftronger  proof 
of  the  exercife  of  this  right  (of  privilege )9 

“  than 
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*c  than  the  giving  a  preference  to  the  com- 
iC  plaint  of  their  own  member  to  a  meffage  from 
the  Crown  ;  whereas,  nothing  could  feemingly 
invalidate  this  right  more  than  the  proceeding 

0 

“  upon  the  royal  matter  before  that  of  their  mem- 
“  ber,  and  efpecially,  if  there  flaould  be  not  only  a 
“doubt,  but  a  certainty ,  that  his  was  firft  moved . 

“  Upon  the  principle  that  privilege  is  to  take  place 
cc  of  every  thing  elfe,  nothing  is  of  fo  much  con- 
c<  fequence  to  the  community,  as  the  relief  of  its 
64  reprefentatives,  from  an  unjuft  violence;  they 
tc  cannot  do  their  duty  as  a  Parliament  without  it ; 
**  for  the  Parliament  cannot  be  free,  every  county, 
“  city,  and  borough  cannot  have  it’s  deputy  with- 
“  out  it. — Too  much  refpedt  cannot  be  fhewn  to 
“  the  Crown  by  any  man,  as  an  individual  ;  but  it 
“  ill  fuits  with  the  duty  of  reprefenratives  of  the 
people  to  be  fwayed,  by  any  motives  of  perfonal 
“  refpedt,  to  part  with  a  jot  of  their  own  indepea- 
<4  dency  and  dignity  in  their  parliamentary  capa- 
“  city — A  Letter  concerning  Libels,  Warrants, 
&c.  Sixth  Edition,  page  97.  I  will  venture  to  de¬ 
clare  that  your  conduct  on  this  occafion  was  not 
only  a  breach  of  your  truft,  as  a  reprelentative  of 
the  people,  but  is  unfupported  by  any  precedent  or 

example. 
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example  in  the  records  of  Parliament,  page  12.  I  may 
fafely  challenge  the  gentlemen ,  the  mojl  kno  wing  in  the 
Journals  of  this  Houfe ,  to  produce  a  fingle  precedent  of 
a  fimilar  nature ,  page  13.  I  cannot  help  afking 
you  in  your  own  words,  fhallyou  then ,  who  are  the 
immediate  delegated  guardian  of  that  liberty  and  con - 
ft;  tut  ion,  (Jo  all  you  set  the  wicked  example,  and 
attempt  to  violate  them  to  gratify  your  pajjions  or  your 
prejudices?  page  38.  Former  times  have  not  pro¬ 
duced  a  man  of  fuch  daring  and  complicated 
guilt,  as  to  give  up  in  a  Houfe  of  Commons  the 
rights  he  was  lent  there  to  fupport,  to  plead  for 
an  infamous  Peace  and  an  opprefiive  Excifey 
to  advife  a  General  Warrant  and  a  Seizure  of 
Papers ,  and  at  laid  to  crofs  the  Atlantick  by 
a  few  capital,  arbitrary  ftrokes  to  deftroy  the 
conftitutional  rights  and  commerce  of  his  fellow 
fubjects  in  America,  yet  mod  prepoRerouOy  talking 
of  the  difobedience  of  the  colonies ,  page  40. 

You  venture  to  aflert  4C  that  the  paper  relative  to 
Lord  Weymouth's  letter  was  complained  of  in  the  Houfe 
of  Lords  as  a  grofs  and  impudent  libel ,  which  it 

1 

certainly  is,  againfi  a  Peer  of  the  Realm ,  and  one 
of  his  Majefiy' s  principal  Secretaries  of  State,  page  if?. 
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Your  idea  of  a  libel  we  may  guefs  from  your 
early  (Indies  at  the  Bar,  from  your  former  plead¬ 
ings  at  the  Old  Bailey,  from  the  malignity  of  your 
natural  temper,  but  above  all  from  your  many 
years  intimacy  with  Lord  Mansfield,  I  do  not 
mean  to  go  into  the  large  field  of  the  nature  of 
a  libel,  at  a  time,  when  truth  /lands  trembling  on  the 
edge  of  law .  I  only  maintain  that  fal/hood  is  of 
it’s  very  effence  and  fir  ft  concodion.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  incumbent  on  you  to  fhew  that  truth  is  viola¬ 
ted  in  the  paper  you  call  a  grofs  and  impudent  libels 
for  a  true  libel  has  the  found  of  a  ftrange  abfurdity 
to  the  ear  of  every  man,  who  is  not  a  modern 
lawyer  or  courtier.  I  affirm  with  Mr.  Wilkes,  that 
there  is  not  the  lead  mixture  of  falfhood,  or  even 
a  dafh  of  error,  in  that  paper,  and  that  the  bufinefs 

i 

of  St.  George’s  Fields  on  the  ioth  of  May  1768 
v;as  a  premeditated,  inhuman,  and  cowardly  maflacre 
of  fourteen  innocent  perfons,  for  which  the  people, 
after  having  made  various  fruitlefs  applications  for 
juftice  on  earth,  cry  aloud  to  Heaven  for  ven¬ 
geance.  As  to  it’s  being  a  libel  again/l  a  Peer  of 
the  Realm  }  and  one  of  his  Mcjefly's  principal  Secretaries 
of  State ,  there  is  no  privilege  in  a  court  of  honour 
or  confcience  below,  nor  of  juftice  above,  for  fuch 
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foul  deeds  in  any  man.  The  higher  the  ftation  of 
the  criminal,  the  greater  is  the  offence,  and  the 
more  exemplary  ought  to  be  the  puniffiment.  The 
fame  obfervation  extends  to  the  Iriffi  Lord,  who 
afterwards  in  cold  blood  could  approve  and  applaud 
the  maffacre,  and,  prodituting  the  authority  of 
office  and  the  name  of  his  Sovereign,  write  a  letter 
of  thanks  to  mercilefs  ruffians  in  the  ftile  Prince 
Ferdinand  of  Brunlwick  did  to  the  moft  brave 
and  generous  troops  in  the  world  after  the  glorious 
day  of  Minden,  Is  a  libel  greater  againd  Lord 
Barrington,  becaufe  he  is  Secretary  at  IFar,  and  one 
cf  his  Majefty  s  moft  honourable  Privy  Council ,  when 
there  is  not  the  lead  mifreprefentation  of  what  he 
has  done  ?  or  is  this  very  letter  to  you,  which 
is  undoubtedly  a  libel  as  much  as  the  North  Briton, 
No.  45,  is  this  letter  a  libel  more  criminal,  becaufe 
you  too  dill  continue  of  his  Majefty* s  moft  honour¬ 
able  Privy  Council ,  when  you  are  confcious  every 
word  bears  the  damp  of  truth  ?  The  only  remark, 
which  the  impartial  public  will  make  on  fuch  an  oc- 
cafion,  is  very  natural.  It  is  to  lament  that  the  Privy 
Council,  and  the  great  offices  of  date,  are  now 
filled  by  fuch  men. 

You 
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You  juftly  obferve  that  the  Adminiftration  havfc 
found  out  an  eafy  and  fummary  method  for  the  pu- 
nifhment  of  thofe ,  who  fhall  libel  minijlers  of  ft  ate— 
and  you  fay  of  the  Houle  of  Commons,  We  have 
enough  to  do ,  ioo  ranch  I  fear ,  to  maintain  our  own 
authority  and  dignity  unimpeached ,  page  20.  I  join  en- 
tirely  with  you  in  your  fears,  but  not  at  ail  in  your 
hopes.  The  authority  and  dignity  of  no  affembiy 
or  body  of  men  can  be  preferved,  who  have  com¬ 
mitted  a  capital  injuft  ice,  as  you  declare  in  your 
Speech ,  page  11,  and  afterwards  you  afferr,  they 
have  gone  contrary  to  the  law  of  the  land ,  the  law 
and  ufage  of  Parliament ,  the  fpirit  of  cur  ccnftitution , 
and  the  general  principles  of  natural  j 7  ftice,  page  39. 
Such  men  finely  deferve  neither  a  natural,  nor  a 
political,  exigence.  They  muft  neceffarily  and 
immediately  fall  into  the  loweft  ftate  of  humiliation 
and  contempt ,  page  53.  The  difhonour  and  odium  of 
it  (the  expulfion  of  Mr.  Wilkes)  will  cleave  to 
that  afjembly ,  which  ought  to  be  the  corftant  object 
of  public  reverence  and  affebfion ,  page  53.  Sinde 
the  day,  when  they  committed  this  capital  in - 
juftice ,  which  afteffcd  not  only  the  rights  of  their 
own  Member ,  but  the  franchifes  of  thofe  who 
font  him  thither  as  their  reprefentative ,  page  1 
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they  have  advanced  with  Tarquin’s  raviftfmg 
rtf  ides  to  our  ruin.  They  have  arrogated  to 
themfelves  the  right  of  chufing  a  Member  for 
the  fir  ft  County  in  England,  againft  the  confent 
of  the  majority  of  the  Freeholders.  Mr.  Wilkes 
forefaw  and  foretold  the  progrefs  of  their  ufurped 
power.  The  day  after  the  vote,  which  you  truly 
call  a  capital  injuftice ,  he  told  his  Conftituents 
in  print,  “  If  Minifters  can  once  ufurp  the  power 
<c  of  declaring  who  /hall  not  be  ycur  reprefentative* 
“  the  next  ftep  is  very  eafy,  and  will  follow  ipeedily. 
44  It  is  that  of  telling  you,  whom  you  /kail  fend  to 
<c  Parliament,  and  then  the  boarted  Conftitution  of 
44  England  will  be  entirely  torn  up  by  the  roots.” 
Alas !  Sir,  his  words  were  too  prophetic.  The 
Conftitution  of  England  is  torn  np  by  the  roots .  The 
nation  returns  the  eccho  from  every  part  of  the 
ifland.  The  people  have  carried  this  truth  to  the 
foot  of  the  throne,  and  earneftly  folicited  the 
dillolution  of  the  prefent  Parliament,  in  order 
to  reftore  the  Conftitution,  and  with  it  a  ge¬ 
neral  confidence  in  the  Legiftature.  All  other  re¬ 
medies  they  have  declared  mud  be  fruitlefs  and 
ineffectual.  This  likewife,  Sir,  has  been  your  doc¬ 
trine  for  many  months,  but  have  your  aCtions  cor- 
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refpondcd  with  the  pompous  profeffions  of  zeal  and 
public  fpirit  you  made  to  almoft  every  man  you 
faw  thro’  the  whole  fummer  and  autumn  ?  Let 
me  afk,  where  was  Mr.  George  Grenville  at  the 
refpedtable  meeting  held  for  this  purpofe  at  Aylef- 
bury  ?  It  was  your  duty  on  fo  important  an  oc- 
cafion,  poffefiing  a  very  confiderable  property  in 
the  county,  to  attend,  and  to  fupport  what  you 
thought  not  only  right,  but  of  abfolute  ne- 
ceffity.  Your  brother,  Mr.  Henry  Grenville, 
who  has  not  an  acre  of  land  in  Buckinghamfhire, 
attended,  and  the  meeting  had  the  fandtion  of 
Lord  Temple’s  prefence.  As  to  the  weak  and 
flimfy  excufe  of  your  being  a  Privy  Court fellor^ 
you  ought  to  have  joined  at  Aylefbury  in  the  Peti¬ 
tion  to  the  King  firft,  as  having  great  landed 
property  in  Buckinghamfhire,  and  afterwards,  if 
you  were  called  upon  at  St.  James’s  to  have  ad- 
vifed  your  Sovereign,  being  fworn  of  his  Privy - 
Council ,  a  confiftency  of  condudt,  if  you  valued 
that  praife,  would  have  induced  you  to  fubmit 
your  opinion  to  his  Majefty  of  the  propriety  and 
fitnefs  of  yielding  to  the  general  wifhes  of  a  loyal 
and  affedtionate  people.  Lord  Verney,  a  Privy 
Qoujifellor ,  adted  in  this  fenfible  and  fpirited  manner 
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in  your  very  county,  and  I  am  fatisfied  would  be 
equally  faithful  to  the  true  intereft  of  the  King 
and  the  nation  even  in  the  Council  Chamber,  but 
I  fear  j you  meditate  a  fiecond  defertion  of  your  belt 
friends,  and,  notwithftanding  all  outward  appear¬ 
ances,  are  bargaining  again  lecretly  with  the  worft  j 
enemies  of  your  country  at  home,  who  (till  enjoy 
the  full  confidence  of  their  mailer. 

lou  afiert  that  the  refipedt  and  reverence  due  to 
the  Parliament ,  and  the  confidence  repofied  in  this 
Houfie  (of  Commons)  are  vifibly  diminifihed ,  page 
40.  and  in  another  part  you  obferve  that  the  Houfie 
efi  Commons  have  enough  to  do ,  too  much  you  fiear ,  to 
maintain  their  own  authority  and  dignity  unimpeached , 
page  20.  I  fear  indeed  they  have  more  to  do  than 
they  will  be  perfuaded  to  do,  but  I  am  fure  not  more 
than  they  may,  if  they  will,  very  eafily  and  expedi- 
tioufiy  accomplifh.  The  way  to  maintain  their  autho¬ 
rity  and  dignity  unimpeacbed is  a  very  plain  path.  It  is 
to  follow  the  general  voice  of  their  conftituents,  of 
the  people  at  large.  1  he  nation  wifhes  an  effectual 
place  and  penfion  bill,  which  would  only  leave  in 
either  Houfe  of  Parliament  the fiew  necefifary  fervants 
of  the  Crown  in  the  revenue,  in  the  public  offices,  in 

the 
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the  army  and  navy,  bills  to  reftore  triennial  parlia¬ 
ments,  to  deftroy  the  mode  of  proceeding  by  inf  or* 
illation ,  to  eftablifh  a  fair  and  equal  reprefentation 
of  the  people  in  the  Lower  Houfe,  to  give  to  the 
public  the  revenue  of  all  fine-cures,  or  to  fink  the 
places  themfelves,  &c,  but  above  all  at  this  critical 
period  to  eftablifh  a  Commijfton  for  taking  and  fating 
the  public  accounts ,  not  to  be  appointed  by  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  only,  and  confequently  to  end  with 
the  feffion,  but  to  be  eredted  by  Adi  of  Parliament, 
to  be  compofed  of  the  mod  able  and  honeft  men  in 
the  nation,  as  well  as  in  the  two  Houfes,  with  full 
powers,  and  to  continue  fitting  till  the  great  work 
was  finifhed.  When  fuch  an  At 7  pafles,  we  fhali 
find  the  public  defaulter  of  unaccounted  millions  no 
longer  able  to  trifle  with  and  infult  an  injured  na¬ 
tion.  No  more  Privy  Seals  will  then  (top  the  courfe 
of  public  juftice.  We  may  likewife  hope  foon  to  fee 
the  fettling  of  the  accounts  for  your  two  \ Trcafury - 
flips  of  the  Navy.’  Thefe  things  would  foon  reftore 
vboth  the  public  confidence,  and  the  public  credit. 
With  fuch  aids  the  hands  of  government  would  be 
(Lengthened,  and  the  Exchequer,  inftead  of  being 
drained  and  impoverifhed,  as  of  late  in  the  moll 
(hameful  manner,  be  recruited  and  replenifhed.  It 
was  furely  not  only  ridiculous,  but  highly  oppreftive, 

that 
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that  a  nation  fo  exhaufted  as  this  fhould,  after  payi 
ing  you  nobly  for  a  number  of  years  fucceffively  at 
the  Boards  of  Trade,  Admiralty,  Treafury  and 
Navy,  be  obliged  to  give  fome  thoufands  a  year  to 
your  lii tie  Georgy  boy ,  as  Teller  of  the  Exchequer* 
even  before  he  could  tell  the  number  of  his  fingers. 
What  an  age  and  country  do  we  live  in,  when 
you  could  make  your  boaft  of  what  a  noble  pro- 
vifion  you  had  got  from  the  public  for  your  little 
Georgy  boy ,  after  creating  a  minifterial  fortune  for 
yourfelf,  and  fuch  a  man  as  Lord  Holland  could 
obtain  reverfions  for  his  family  to  the  third  gene¬ 
ration,  when  he  had  raifed,  by  having  the  nation’s 
money  in  his  hands,  a  fortune  fuperior  to  that  of 
many  fovereign  Princes? 

I  agree  with  you.  Sir,  that  Mr.  Wilkes  is  now  be * 
come  an  objett  of  popular  favour ,  nor  is  that  popular 
favour  confined  to  this  capital ,  or  to  it's  neighbourhood 
alone ,  but  is  extended  to  the  mofi  difiant  parts  of  the 
kingdom ,  page  40,  but  1  totally  differ  with  you  in 
what  you  affert  that  he  is  indeed  unhappy ,  becaufe  he 
is  guilty ,  page  8,  or  that  he  has  not  been  the  moft  op - 
prefjed  and  injured  man  this  age  has  feen ,  page  9. 

I  know  his  innocence,  his  perfedl  love  of  liberty, 

and 
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and  his  generous,  difintereded  plans  for  the  public; 

1  believediim,  although  in  prifon,  not  unhappy ,  for 
he  looks  forwards,  and 

Dares  proudly  boaft,  he  feels  no  wilh  above 

The  good  of  England,  and  his  country  s  love. 

Even  you  allow  that  he  actually  pofTefics  that  fa¬ 
vourite  wifh  of  the  excellent  patriot  and  poet  Chur¬ 
chill,  the  noble  d  reward  virtue  can  receive,  the  love 
cf  his  native  England,  I  hope  too  that  enjoyment 
will  follow  him  to  the  grave,  as  it  did  his  incom¬ 
parable  friend  ^  and  I  believe  it,  for  the  (leadinefs 
of  his  conduft  thro’  life  will  I  am  perfuaded  enfure 
to  his  lad  moments,  and  to  his  memory,  the 
fame  glorious  applaufe  he  now  receives  from 
a  free  and  fenflble  people.  He  cannot  but  be  happy 
even  in  the  King’s  Bench,  for  he  has  received  there 
the  mofl:  endearing  marks  of  edeem  and  gratitude 
from  his  own  county  of  Middlefex,  and  from  the 
whole  nation.  While  alive,  thofe  honours  have 
been  lavifhed  on  his  name,  which  Envy  rarely  dif¬ 
fers  to  be  paid  but  by  poderity,  and  only  to  the 
lovers  of  their  country,  and  the  guardians  of  public 
liberty.  I  do  not  wonder  that  he  is  a  favourite 
Ivith  his  country.  He  loves  his  country  with 
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the  enthufiafm  and  difintereftednefs  of  a  Roman, 
beyond  private  friendfhip,  pcrfonal  regard,  or  fa¬ 
mily  attachment.  He  has  flood  forth  with  hia 
perfon,  pen,  and  purfe  in  iupport  of  our  mod 
valuable  lights.  lie  has  never  weighed  danger  in 
the  nice,  golden  feales  of  Lord  George  Sackville. 
He  has  borne  the  mod  cruel  perfecutions  with  dig¬ 
nity  and  fortitude.  He  has  facrinced  every  confi- 
deration  of  fortune  and  private  intered  to  his  mader 
paffion,  the  love  of  England.  It  has  been  bis  glory 
to  dem  the  torrent  of  arbitrary  proceedings,  and 
to  oppofe  all  illegal  precedents  of  power  among 
us.  Born  with  the  fpirit,  but  not  to  the  for¬ 
tune  of  Hampden,  he  has  buffered  more,  and 
gone  greater  lengths  to  the  didrefs  of  his  own 
private  affairs  in  the  fervice  of  the  public  than 
any  man  in  this  country,  dou  fay  that  he  has  not 
been  the  mojl  opprejfed  and  injured  man  this  age  hasfeen. 
Will  you  then  tell  us  of  another,  a  friend  of  liberty, 
and  of  the  Bfunfwick  line,  whole  ruin  has  been 
planned  and  refolved  by  all  the  three  great  powers 
of  the  date,  calling  to  their  aid  the  firft  criminal 
law-court  of  the  kingdom,  each  aiding  in  their 
feparate  capacity  with  the  utmofl  degree  of  violence 
and  rancour  ?  Will  you  mention  another,  who  has 

been 
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been  thrice  punifhed  for  the  fame  pretended  offence, 
and  that  only  a  libel,  fir  ft  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
then  in  the  King’s  Bench,  and  a  third  time  in  a 
new  Houfe  of  Commons?  Will  you  tell  us  of 
fomebody,  whofe  houfe  has  been  robbed  by  their 
own  fervants  at  the  inftigation  of  the  agents  of  the 
Treafury,  and  a  parcel  of  idle  verfes,  felonioufiy 
taken  from  him,  made  a  ftate  crime  to  keep  him  a 
year  in  prifon,  and  to  ptinifh  him  by  a  heavy  fine  ? 
Have  even  the  folicitors  and  agents  of  the  Treafury 
employed  the  very  word  means  to  arrive  at  the 
word  ends  imaginable  againft  any  other  man  ? 
Will  you  give  us  another  inftance  of  fuch  a  clofe 
and  rigorous  confinement  in  the  Tower,  fuch  a 
general  plunder  of  all  private  papers,  fuch  tricks 
about  records  and  jurymen,  fuch  a  profeription  at 
home,  tedious  exile  abroad,  unjuji  out-lawry, 
repeated  expulfions,  fine  and  imprifonment  ?  In 
fhort  will  you  tell  us  of  any  man,  who  has 
fuffered  all  this  only  for  attacking  fuch  a  fa¬ 
vourite  as  Lord  Bute,  and  fuch  a  Minifter  as 
Mr.  Grenville?  To  compleat  your  embarrafTment, 
will  you  pleafe  to  find  me  any  where  a  being  as 
guilty  and  vindictive  as  the  firft,  or  as  mean  and 
defpotic  as  the  laft  ? 

G  2 
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\  ou  tell  us  that  the  Officers  of  the  Crown — had  at 
v'jfl  recourfe  to  the  jhameful  expedient  of flip ul citing  with 
Ah  .  It-  ilkcs  h  wife  If ,  the  terms  upon  which  he  would 
confent  to  he  taken  into  cujlody.  ho  follow  that  pre¬ 
cedent  you  (the  Houle)  ought  now  at  leaft  to  ajh  him , 
upon  what  ici  ms  he  will  confent  to  he  exp  e  ll  ed.  Per - 
haps,  if  properly  applied  to,  he  may  condefcend  to  this 
i  equeft  as  gracioujly  as  he  did  to  the  former ,  and  as 
volant  ai  ily  as  he furrendered  himfelf  a  prifoner,  when  he 
was  taken  with  impunity  out  of  the  hands  of  the  officers 
of  juft  ice— pages  50,  51.  Such  a  language  of  in- 
iult  has  feldom  been  held  to  a  Houfe  of  Com¬ 
mons,  even  in  the  mod  turbulent  times.  But  the 
faff  is  lalfified  by  you  to  ferve  your  inference  from 
There  was  no  flipulation  whatever  between 
the  Officers  of  the  Crown  and  Mr.  Wilkes.  He 
gave  two  days’  notice  to  the  Sheriff’s  Officer  to 
come  to  his  apartments  at  a  fixed  hour  in  the 
morning  with  the  writ  of  capias  utlagatum,  and 
declared  that  he  would  attend  the  Officer,  as  his 
prifoner,  into  the  Court  of  King’s  Bench.  While  he 
was  waiting  in  the  Chancellors  room  adioinin0'1 
to  the  Court,  the  Attorney  General  came  out  and 
alked  him,  if  he  was  really  in  cujlcdy.  Mr.  Wilkes 
*nfwering  that  he  was  the  Officer's  Prifoner,  the 

Attorney 


Attorney  General  delivered  his  Fiat  for  the  Writs, 
of  error  into  Mr.  Wilkes’s  own  hands.  This  is 
the  exaft  date  of  the  faft.  Mr.  Wilkes  entered 
into  no  dipulation  of  any  kind  with  the  Officers 
of  the  Crown.  As  to  his  expulfton  on  the  third  of 
1  a  ft  February,  I  think  it  greatly  to  his  honour,  that 
he  has  not  from  the  firft,on  that  or  on  any  occafion, 
folicited  the  vote  or  fupport  of  any  Member  in  the 
Houle,  or  great  man  out  of  it.  He  left  eveiy 
gentleman  to  his  own  fenfe  of  duty  to  his  coun¬ 
try,  and  relied  entirely  on  a  clear  and  good  caulc. 
As  to  private  foibles,  I  hope  he  polfeffes  great 
virtues  enough  to  compenlate  for  them,  and  I 
jfhall  only  add,  that  he  may  apply  what  a  very 
eccentric  genius  of  this  age  has  laid  of  himielf, 
“  My  own  paffions,  and  the  paffions  and  interefts 
<<  of  other  men  ftill  more,  have  led  me  abide. 
«  I  launched  into  the  deep  before  I  had  loaded 
“  ballad  enough.  If  the  fbip  did  not  fink,  the 
*c  cargo  was  thrown  over-board.  I  he  doim  ltlelf 
“  threw  me  into  port.” 


You  approach  us  tometimes  with  all  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  fairnefs  and  candour,  but  you  have  only  the 
appearance..  You  urge  againd  Mr.  W  ilkes’s  ex;- 
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pul  (ion,  let  not  your  prejudices ,  let  not  your  juft  re- 
ftntments  againfi  the  conduct  and  character  of  the  man, 
who  is  now  the  oljetl  of  our  deliberation ,  prevail  upon 
you  to  gi  curid  any  part  cf  your  proceedings  upon  fuch 
dejlru th ve  aud  fatal  principles,  page  37?  and  you 
fay,  1  have  not  changed  my  fentiments  relative  to  Mr. 
Wilkes ,  of  whom  I  continue  to  think  exactly  in  the 
fame  manner  as  I  have  long  done ,  page  40.  I  know 
Mr.  Wilkes  is  very  indifferent  as  to  your  fentiments 
of  him,  or  on  any  point  whatever.  You  are  not  one 
of  his  condiments,  as  you  tell  the  world  in  this 
Speech,  if  I  had  been  one  cf  the  ele tiers  for  the  county 
cf  Mtddlcfex,  page  30.  In  almod  every  matter  of 
public  concern  he  mud  fee  that  your  judgment 
has  been  both  falfe  and  abfurd.  I  will  examine 
but  one  cafe,  but  it  fhall  be  very  capital ;  I  mean 
the  Peace  of  Paris,  which  you  fo  entirely  ap¬ 
proved.  I  will  try  it  by  your  favourite  rule  of 
1 economy .  I  defire  you  would  inform  us,  if  all 
the  new  territories  together,  which  we  retained 
after  a  war  of  luch  prodigious  expence,  afford 
now  a  fufRcient  revenue  even  to  defray  their 
own  edabliffiments,  fo  far  from  paying  the  intered 
of  the  very  debt,  which  we  contra&ed  to  make  thofe 
conqueds.  Yet  we  know  that  Martinique,  or 
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Guadeloupe  alone,  would  have  greatly  aflifted,  if 
not  indemnified,  us  in  point  of  revenue,  and  that 
it  entirely  depended  on  your  friend,  the  enemy  of 
England,  the  Scottijh  Peace-maker,  over  whom  you 
had  then  fo  great  influence,  to  have  fecured  us  one, 
if  not  both,  of  thofe  rich  and  important  iflands. 
What  a  wretched  bargain  then  in  point  of  revenue, 
as  well  as  glory,  did  you  plan  and  approve?  What 
a  fpecimen  have  you  given  of  your  public  ceconomy? 
Shall  we  again  indignantly  hear  you  declaim  on  the 
pitiful,  paltry  favings  of  a  few  pounds  at  home,  and 
only  in  calcs  where  you  are  not  yourlelf  concerned  ? 
I  will  however  do  you  the  juftice  to  declare,  that  I 
never  heard,  nor  do  I  believe, you  received  any  part 
of  the  amazing  films  of  French  gold,  for  which  all 
Europe  is  convinced  that  our  moft  important  con¬ 
quers  in  the  laft  war  were  fold  to  the  ancient  enemy 
of  thefe  kingdoms.  Will  you  pleafe,  Sir,  to  date 
the  balance  of  the  clear  revenue  and  necefiary  dif- 
burfements  of  the  few  territories  we  retained  at  the 
Peace,  and  to  favour  us  with  thefe  accounts  in  the 
next  pamphlet  your  ingenious  friends JVheatly,  Lloyd ' 
or  KnoXy  digeft  from  your  crudities  for  the  public. 
I  beg  however  they  may  be  more  accurate  than 
any  one  calculation  in  the  Ccnfiderations  on  the  Trade 
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end  Finances  of  this  Kingdom ,  or  The  Pnfent  State 
of  the  Nation .  if  they  are  no:*  I  venture  to  pro¬ 
phecy  that  the  public-fpiri ted  author  of  the  Obf er¬ 
ne  at  ions  on  the  Frefent  State  of  the  Nation ,  the  only 
man  fince  the  age  of  Cicero,  who  has  united  the 
talents  of  lpeaking  and  writing  with  irrefiftible  force 
and  elegance,  will  again  detedl  your  grofs  errors, 
and  even  ferve  you  up  to  the  public,  notwithftand- 
ing  all  the  parade  of  the  prefent  hafty  and  ill-ce¬ 
mented  political  friendfhip .  1  advile  you  not  to  truft 
much  for  your  fecurity  to  fuch  a  mere  phantom. 
The  Temple  of  Friendfoip  at  Stowe  fhould  teach  you 
the  fhort  duration  and  perfect  futility  of  all  ftate 
connections,  founded  merely  on  plans  of  ambition. 
You  well  know  that  before  it  was  covered  in,  and 
your  Uncle,  the  old  Marrhal  Cobham,  had  time  to 
place  only  the  ten  buds  on  their  pedeftals,  no  three 
of  the  fe  political  friends  would  willingly  have  con¬ 
tinued  a  quarter  of  an  hour  together  in  that,  or  in 
any  other,  room.  The  Temple  of  Concord  and  Vi  cl  cry 
role  under  your  elder  brother’s  happier  aufpices, 
and  1  fincerely  hope  that  the  Goddels  of  Concord , 
it  the  has  indeed  infpired  her  three  new  votaries  with 
public  fpirit  as  well  as  private  harmony  among 
themlclves,  will  lead  them  foon  to  Victory ,  as  among 

the 
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the  Romans  the  Temple  of  Virtue  led  to  that  of 
Honour.  The  flatue  of  Libertas  Publica  in  a  niche 
of  this  Temple  ought  to  remind  you,  Sir,  that 
freedom  is  the  birth- right  of  every  fubjtct  of  this 
emoire,  Bruifh,  lrifh,  or  Ainei icun.  If  the  Greu- 
villi  an  Family  Compact  means  to  defend  that*  Gieat 
Britain,  America,  and  Ireland,  will  join  them:  if 
it  means  only  poffeffing  the  mod  lucrative  offices  of 
the  ft  ate,  and  lharing  the  national  plunder,  the 
public  concord ,  which  now  reigns  thro’  the  whole  em¬ 
pire  will  be  all-powerfuU  without  them,  for  there 
is  at  laft,  as  Lentulus  lays  in  Cicero ,  concordia 
et  confpiratio  omnium  ordinum  ad  defendendam  liber - 
tat  cm. 

Your  private  fentiments  of  Mr.  JJilkes ,  whether 
you  have  chained  them ,  or  not ,  page  30,  can  be 
of  no  confequence  to  him,  except  from  the 
value  he  fets  on  your  opinion.  I  believe  that  is 
not  now  to  be  gueffed.  His  real  worth  or  demerit, 
will  be  eftimated  not  from  the  fullome  prailes  ot 
fome,  nor  the  virulent  abufe  of  others,  to  which  he 
leems  equally  indifferent,  but  from  his  own  conduct, 
and  the  fteady  purfuit  thro’  life  of  thole  national 

i  % 

objects,  which  he  has  declared  to  have  altvays  in 
view.  Po fieri ty  will  judge  him  with  impartiality. 

1 1  Real, 
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Real,  intrinfick  merit,  no  more  than  happinefs,  can 
be  perfectly  afeertained  on  this  fide  the  tomb.  The 
nation  hailed  the  fair,  aufpicious  morn  ol  Pulteney 
and  Pitt ,  and  gloried  in  their  bright  meridian  luftre, 
but  with  anguifh  beheld  the  melancholy,  fetting 
fun ,fhorn  of  his  beams ,  and  now  an  eternal  night  of 
oblivion  has  clofed  upon  them, both. 

After  letting  us  guefs  what  you  think  of  Mr. 
Wilkes,  you  kindly  favour  us  with  a  part  of  your 
own  character.  It  is  drawn  modeftly,  but  we  may  be 
lure  not  unfavourably.  You  tell  us  of  yourfelf,  if 
I  know  my  own  failings ,  revenge  and  cruelty 
are  among  the  vices  to  which  I  am  leap  inclined. [, 
page  7.  I  remember  likewife  that  in  the  winter 
of  1762  you  declared  repeatedly  in  the  Houle  of 
Commons,  that  you  had  no  ambition  nor  avarici; 
to  gratify.  The  moft  difficult,  Sir,  as  well  as  the 
moft  important  fcience  in  the  world,  is  confeffedly 
f elf -knowledge.  You  have  gone  half  way,  as  you  de¬ 
clare,  in  this  arduous  purfuit.  You  let  us  know 
what  you  are  not.  You  need  not  tell  us  what  you 
ore.  Mr.  Grenville  is  not  revengeful ,  nor  cruel,  nor 
ambitious ,  nor  avaricious !  He  tells  us  fo  himfelf. 
Can  any  man  doubt  it?  If  fuch  a  man  exifts,  let 

him 
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him  aflc  Mr.  Wilkes  his  opinion  of  the  two  fir  ft  qua¬ 
lities,  and  Lord  Bute  of  the  two  laft.  Altho’  they 
agree  in  no  one  other  point,  I  dare  la)  they  no*.-  do 
in  thefc  four  as  to  Mr.  Grenville.  I  regret  that  you 
have  delineated  only  fo  Gmail  a  part  01  that  happy 
compofition,  which  makes  your  admired  character. 
The  next  Speech,  1  truft,  will  furnifh  the  rdf,  and 
you  may  as  juftly  give  yourfell  the  negative  praifc 

of  not  being 

Laborious,  heavy,  bufy,  bold  and  bhnd. 

'  You  obferve  that  Mr.  Wilkes  afked  the  evidence 
at  the  Bar,  Mr.  Barlow,  whether  the  precedents  quoted 
by  Lord  Man  field  (about  the  alteration  of  the 
records)  were  not  all  taken  from  the  star 
chamber,  page  43.  He  certainly  had  a  right  to 
afk  that  quellion,  and  he  did  it,  I  think,  very  pro¬ 
perly,  for  1  have  read  in  a  book  written  by  the 
greateft  lawyer  of  this  age,  “  I  challenge  tbisfophift 
“  to  produce  one  adjudged  precedent  of  iuch  an  a.lie- 
«  ration .”  Poftfcript  to  a  Letter  concerning  Libels, 
Warrants,  See.  p.  114.  No  fuch  adjudged  precedent 
has  hitherto  been  produced,  yet  you,  Sir,  concurred 
with  the  Majority  laft  winter  in  voting  that  the 
alteration  ofi  the  records  was  according  to  law  ana 
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jujlice ,  and  the  practice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench. 
As  to  precedents ,  there  are  certainly  many  of  almoft 
every  kind  in  the  Courts  of  law,  but  thole  only  have 
authority  witli  mankind,  which  are  in  themfelves 
juft,  and  are  made  by  wife  and  honeft  men  in  times 
of  public  tranquility  and  happinefs.  No  precedent 
therefore  drawn  from  the  Star  Chamber y  can  now 
have  authority.  The  Court  of  Star  Chamber  itfelf 
was  abfolutely  diffolved^  taken  aw  ay  y  and  determined ,  and 
I  wifh  your  friends  would  remember  that  the  fame 
Satute  declares,  that  from  henceforth  no  Court ,  Council , 

or  JUDICATURE  SHALL  HAVE,  USE,  OR  EXERCISE 
THE  SAME,  OR  THE  LIKE  JURISDICTION.  This 

very  Aft  paffed  in  the  glorious  Parliament,  or  rather 
Synod  of  Gods,  which  met  in  November  1640, 
and  in  a  manner  contrary  to  every  precedent  in 
the  Journals.  The  bill  was  only  once  read ',  and 
never  committed  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  Cla¬ 
rendon  exprefsly  tells  us  that  important  bill 
u  (for  taking  away  the  Court  commonly  called 
“  the  Star-Chamber)  was  never  read  but  once 
4'  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  was  never 
ct  committed  •  which  I  believe  was  never  before 
“  heard  of  in  Parliament.”  But  the  entire  inclina¬ 
tion  of  the  nation,  which  he  mentions,  made  the 
Houfe,  to  gratify  the  people,  difperife  with  their 

'  forms. 
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forms,  of  which  they  are  undoubtedly  the  matters* 
notwithttanding  the  jargon  you,  and  the  late  Clerk, 
Mr.  Jeremiah  Dyfon ,  teaze  them  continually  with 
on  this  fubjed.  Had  you  both  lived  in  that  age, 
which  I  devoutly  wifh  for  the  fake  of  this,  you 
would,  I  believe,  have  oppofed  firtt  the  very  ground 
of  that  bill,  as  built  on  the  public  liberty,  and  then 
obttruded  it’s  rapid  progrefs,  merely  from  the  (tale, 
unmeaning  pretence  of  want  of  form,  with  which 
fuch  triders  eternally  perplex  men  of  real  bufinefs, 
and  this,  I  think,  probably  you  would  both  have 
done  in  fpite  of  the  earneft  wifhes  and  general  im¬ 
patience  of  a  whole  nation,  which  you  are  uled  to 
hold  of  fmall  importance. 

I  have  now,  Sin,  gone  through  the  mod  material 
parts  of  your  Speech .  If  I  have  treated  you  with 
feverity,  recoiled  that  you  have  deviated  from  the  ho¬ 
nourable  and  noble  office  of  fpeaking  the  truth ,  page  8, 
and  the  venom  fo  plentifully  and  malignantly  diffufed 
thro’  your  Speech  againft  Mr.  Wilkes,  that  I  was 
.vindicating  truth  and  a  friend,  and  that  you  were  not 
content  with  advancing  many  dired  falfhoods  asainft 
him  in  *  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  but  by  the 
prefent  publication  have  fpread  them  thro*  the 
nation.  One  woid  on  the  late  Gr envilli an  Family 

Compact , 
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Cvmpatt ,  and  I  rcdeafe  you,  I  mean  only  the  three 
brothers:  all  the  reft  ofthe  family  are  offa  innominate 
I  love  the  amiable  character,  and  I  honour  the  abi¬ 
lities  and  public  virtue  of  Lord  Temple.  I  really 
believe  him  a  friend  of  the  people.  I  hope  to  fee  early, 
clear,  and  eftehtial  proofs  of  this  from  hia  Miniftry, 
if  ever  the  powers  of  government  are  entrufted  to 
'  him.  If  he  hefitates,  or  delays,  he  will  lofe  the 
favourable  opinion  1  love  to  indulge  of  his  patrio- 
tifm.  As  to  the  two  other  contrafling  parties,  I 

i 

think  of  Lord  Chatham  as  his  brother  Temple  did 
in  the  years  1766  and  1767,  and  of  Mr.  Grenville 
as  his  Lordfhip  did  in  the  years  1763,  1764,  and 
1 765.  The  Grenville  Family  have  indeed  been  too 
much  like  a  Scottijlo  Family  for  many  years.  If  one 
brother  has  at  any  time  been  quite  right,  another 
has  always  been  as  wrong,  for  he  has  been  diametii- 
cally  oppoftte.  If  one  has  been  vio’ent  in  oppofition, 
another  has  regularly  kept  the  ballance  of  power 
even  by  fupporting  every  meafure  of  government, 
and  filling  fome  lucrative  office.  But  it  is  really 
time,  Sir,  to  put  an  end  to  all  your  filly,  peevifh  bick¬ 
erings',  and  uninterefting,  private,  family  dtfputcs. 
The  public  has  laughed  long  enough  at  your  many 
girlifh  quarrels  and  reconciliations,  and  now  expefls 
Lord  Temple  to  take  the  lead.  If  you  are  the  MiV 

rafter* 
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nifter,  I  fhall  tremble  left  the  fceptre  of  America 
fhould  be  wrefted  out  of  my  Sovereign’s  hand,  or 
the  horrors  of  a  civil  war  enfue  between  Great 
Britain  and  her  Colonies.  But  Lord  Temple,  I 
hope,  is  determined  to  do  juftice  to  the  rights  of 

every  fubject  of  this  wide-extended  empire,  to  give 

% 

us  frefli  fecurities  for  our  invaded  liberties,  to 
efpoufe  the  caufe  of  the  people,  and  to  fettle  by  his 
weight  and  authority  the  jarring  private  interefts,  as 
well  as  to  control  the  mad  fchemes  of  ambition, 
and  the  felfifn  views,  of  the  whole  brotherhood.  On 
no  other  terms  can  the  Grenvillian  Family  Compact 
gain  the  power  of  the  Court  with  the  fupport  and 
the  confidence  of  the  Nation  ;  for  both  the  Court 
and  the  Nation  domum  tyment  ambiguam ,  Tyrio/ytc 
li Ungues . 


'Nov.  4,  17C9, 


I  am,  &c. 
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TO  THE  PRINTER. 


S  I  R, 


October  29,  1768. 


FTER  the  great  variety  of  pieces,  which 


X  A-  to  this  hour  have  appeared  for  and  againft 
Mr.  Wilkes ,  that  fubjeft  does  not  feem  yet  ex- 
haufted,  nor  indeed  is  every  particular  of  impor¬ 
tance  relative  to  his  public  conduct  hitherto  known 
and  authenticated.  I  fay,  fir,  public  condutt ,  for 
I  am  entirely  of  opinion  with  the  gentleman,  who 
declares,  4C  I  do  not  think  myfelf  at  liberty  to  fcan 
“  the  private  aftions  of  any  man,  but  have  a  right 
46  to  confider  the  conduft  of  every  man  in  public, 
“  and  to  approve  or  to  condemn  his  doings,  as  they 
iC  appear  to  me  to  be  calculated,  either  for  the 
<c  good  or  the  hurt  of  his  country.”  A  letter  con¬ 
cerning  Libels ,  Warrants ,  &c.  fir  ft  published  in 
1 7 ^4’  P3ge  5>  hxth  Edition.  I  fhall  not  now  ftay 
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to 
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to  fhew  how  far  the  equity  of  this  rule  was  violated 
by  the  concealed  author  himfelf  before  he  got  half 
through  his  pamphlet,  in  a  manner  equally  inde¬ 
cent  and  unjuft  to  a  Tick  and  abfent  friend,  whom 
he  bafely  wounded  y  but  after  the  long  harvefly 
which  you,  Sir,  and  your  brother  authors  and 
printers  have  made  of  Mr.  Wilkes ,  I  Ihall  venture 
to  offer  you  a  few  tolerable  gleanings. 

The  public,  Sir,  have  a  right  to  afk  why  Mr. 

Wilkes  did  not  perfonally  attend  the  trials  for  the 

re-publication  of  the  North  Briton ,  No.  45,  and  the 

EJfay  on  Woman ,  as  he  did  all  the  addons  brought 

by  the  printers  apprehended  under  the  General 
% 

Warrant.  We  ought  bkewile  to  be  told  why  he 
was  not  prefent  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  when 
the  charge  againft  him  was  heard  on  the  19th  of 
January  1764.  The  juftice  of  the  nation,  and  his 
own  perfonal  honour,  demanded  his  appearance. 
He  had  made  an  appeal  to  his  country,  and  the 
caufe  of  liberty  had  a  particular  claim  on  a  man, 

*  I 

who  had  pledged  himfelf  in  it’s  defence.  He  was 
prevented,  not  by  fear,  to  which  I  believe  him  a 
ilranger,  but  by  a  prohibition  from  the  higheft  of 
all  powers,  by  a  dangerous  illnefs.  Towards  the 

end 
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end  of  December  1763  be  went  during  the  recefs  of 
parliament  to  pals  the  holidays  with  an  only  daugh¬ 
ter,  who  was  at  Paris  for  a  part  of  her  education. 
That  journey  being  generally  made  in  four  days, 
often  in  three,  the  diltance  was  of  no  confequence, 
fince  in  fo  fhort  a  time  he  could  hear  from  his 
friends.  He  was  feized  at  Paris  with  a  violent  fever. 
A  confiderable  inflammation,  with  other  bad  fy nip- 
toms,  attended  the  dangerous  wound  he  received 
in  a  duel  with  Mr.  Martin.  In  this  condition  he 
tranfmitted  to  the  Speaker  on  the  1  ith  of  January 
J764  an  original  certificate  of  his  ill  health,  figned 
by  the  French  king’s  phyfician,  and  a  furgeon  of 
his  army.  He  requefted  in  the  letter  a  more  dijlant 
day ,  that  he  might  have  it  in  his  power  to  attend  the 
difcujjicn  of  points  Jo  very  important  in  them f elves ,  and 
in  which  he  was  fo  materially  concerned  \  but  the  de¬ 
cree  of  expulfion  had  paflfed  the  lips  of  the  Scottifh 
minilter  to  his  (laves,  the  minifters  of  the  day,  to 
whom  fora  fhort  time  he  had  delegated  his  omni¬ 
potence.  They  were  impowered  in  a  proper  man¬ 
ner  to  perfuade  the  fame  famous  Majority  in  the 
Lower  Houfe,  which  had  been  induced  to  approve 
the  Peace  of  Paris ,  and  in  the  firft  year  of  it  to 
eftablifh  the  late  detefted  Excife  on  cyder  and  perry, 

not 
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not  only  to  expel  Mr.  Wilkes,  but  likewife  to  vote 
him  the  author  of  the  North  Briton,  No.  45,  with¬ 
out  the  03th  of  any  witnefs,  or  the  lhadow  of  le«al 
proof.  According  to  the  conftitution  of  Eno-- 
land,  this  being  a  fad,  ought  to  have  been  tried  by 
a  jury  of  twelve  men,  and  not  enquired  into  by 
witneffes  at  the  bar,  who  were  not  fworn.  This 
diredl  attack  on  the  rights  of  their  countrymen  in 
fo  important  a  point  as  the  trial  by  jury,  would 
have  furprized  the  world  in  any  other  bodyTof  men, 
but  thefe  had  before  voted  away  their  own  privi¬ 
leges,  or  rather  the  privileges  of  the  nation,  for 

« 

they  are  ftriftly  the  rights  of  the  condiments,  who 
confer  them  on  their  reprefentatives  in  parliament. 
'I  he  confhtution  gives  privilege  of  parliament* **  as 

*  “  b  was  not  made  to  fereen  criminals,  buttopreferve  the 
\  ery  life  and  being  of  parliament,  for  when  our  ancestors- 
confidered,  that  the  law  had  lodged  the  great  powers  of 
“  arreft,  indictment  and  information  in  the  crown,  they  favv 
the  parliament  would  be  undone,  if  during  the  time  of  pri- 
“  vilege  the  royal  procefs  fhould  be  admitted  in  any  mifde- 
“  meanor  whatfoever,  therefore  they  excepted  none.  Where 
“  the  abufe  of  power  would  be  fatal,  the  power  ought  never 

**  to  be  given,  becaufe  red  refs  comes  too  late. 

“  A  parliament  under  perpetual  terror  of  imprifonment, 
can  neither  be  free,  nor  bold,  nor  honeft,  and  if  this  privi- 
lege  was  once  removed,  the  moft  important  queftion  might 
i  “  hs 
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one  of  the  bed  barriers  again  ft  the  violence  of  the 
crown,  which  might  otherwife  in  an  important 
moment,  in  the  lad  noble  druggie  of  expiring 
liberty,  feize  not  five ,  as  a  former  Stuart  would 
have  done,  but  five  hundred ,  deputies  of  the  people. 
Thev  had  done  this  in  fo  intricate  and  doubtful  a 

J 

cafe,  as  that  of  a  real  or  pretended  libel.  They 
even  went  fo  far  as  to  thank  the  crown  for  the  ten¬ 
der  regard  exprejfied  for  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  in 
the  cafe  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  although  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  had  unanimoudy  releafed  him,  be- 
caufe  his  imprifonment  was  a  violation  of  the  pri¬ 
vileges  of  the  fame  Houfe,  and  thole  judges  on  oath 
were  obliged  to  confider  the  privileges  of  par¬ 
liament  as  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land.  I  fuppofe 
their  decifion  in  his  favour  againd  the  two  Lords  of 

his  Majefif  s  mofi  Honourable  Privy  Council ,  and  Prin¬ 
cipal  Secretaries  of  State,  who  both  figned  the  War¬ 
rant  of  commitment,  is  now  acknowledged  to 
be  legal ,  for  the  prefident  of  that  court,  who  de¬ 
livered  their  opinion  and  his  own,  has  fincc  been 
promoted  to  the  fird  dignity  in  the  law,  and  is  at 

“  be  irrecoverably  loft,  or  carried  by  a  fudden  irruption  of 
“  meftengers,  let  loofe  againft  the  members  halt  an  hour  bo- 
foie  the  debate.” 

Lords’  Froteft.  29  Nov.  1^65. 

this 
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this  hour  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain. 
In  other  inftances,  notwithftanding  the  clear  prece¬ 
dent  on  their  own  Journals ,  of  a  Chief  Juftice  im¬ 
peached  for  “  having  in  an  arbitrary  manner 
“  granted  divers  General  Warrants  for  attaching  the 
perfons,  and  feizing  the  goods  of  his  majefty’s 
“  iubjeits,”  the  exprefs  vote  u  that  the  fearching 
“  and  fealing  of  the  chambers,  ftudies  and  papers, 
“  of  members  of  parliament,  and  iftuing  out 
“  warrants  for  that  purpole,  are  breaches  of  privi- 
lege,”  and  the  remarkable  cafe  in  point,  cc  that 
Mr.  Laurence  Whitacre,  being  a  member  of 
parliament,  and  entering  into  the  chamber  of 
“  Sir  John  Elliot,  being  likewife  a  member  of  that 
parliament,  fearching  of  his  trunks  and  papers, 
44  and  lealing  of  them,  is  guilty  of  a  breach  of  pri- 
“  vilege  of  parliament,”  and  Mr.  Wilkes  had  on  the 
very  firft  day  of  the  feflion  in  1 762,  made  acomplaint 
againfl:  the  undersecretary.,  Mr.  Wood,  the  folici- 
tor  of  the  treafury,  Mr.  Webb,  &c.  and  all  the 
fails  were  of  public  notoriety,  yet  the  Majority  on 
the  14th  of  February  1764  arbitrarily  voted  that 
the  complaint  againfl:  them  lhould  be  dif  barged,  yet 
without  any  declaration  of  their  reafons  for  fo 
ft  range  a  proceeding,  or  aflferting  the  innocence  of 
the  parties  under  fo  heinpus  a  charge.  The  cruelty 

of 
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Of  Mr.  Wilkeses  treatment  in  the  Tower,  to  which 
he  was  committed  a  clofe  *  prifoner  even  for  a  mif- 
demeanor,  and  the  fuffering  no  perfon  for  three  days 
to  come  near  a  member  of  parliament  to  bail  him,  al¬ 
though  committed  for  a  bailable  offence,  were  like- 
wife  entirely  overlooked  by  a  Majority ,  glorying 
in  a  blind  fubmiflion  to  the  inhuman  didates  of  a 
cruel,  defpotic,  and  remorfelels  minifter.  Thanks 
to  the  wifdom  of  our  anceftors,  who  planned  the 
noble  conftitution  of  this  country,  that  Houfe  of 
Commons  is  now  dead,  but  the  memory  of  their 
infamy  is  immortal.  They  were  fuffcred  to  die  a 
natural  death,  although  they  had  long  furvived  the 
good  opinion,  and  totally  loft  the  confidence,  of 
their  matters.  No  age  produced  fo  great  a  number 
of  profligate  and  proftitute  fenators.  After  the  total 
lofs  of  the  liberties  of  Rome,  Tiberius  did  not 
find  a  fenate  fo  flavifh,  and  even  the  penfionary 
parliament  of  Charles  IT.  muft  now  ceafe  to  be  the 
In  oft  infamous  in  the  annals  of  England. 

*  IC  The  law  of  England  appoints  imprifonment  “  in  cuf- 
tf  todiam  not  in  pccnam,”  acknowledges  no  clofe  imprifon- 
lt  ment,  whereas  I  was  kept  with  the  mod  extreme  rigour.’* 
Algernon  Sydney  s  apology  in  the  day  of  bis  death ,  Page  1 7  3. 
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Mr.  Wilkes  continued  very  ill  during  the 
months  of  January  and  February,  nor  was  he  to¬ 
lerably  recovered  till  the  end  of  April.  He  feldom 
ventured  abroad  even  in  March  that  year.  The 
Majority  had  made  a  pretence  that  the  certificate 
of  his  bad  date  of  health  was  not  authenticated 
before  a  notary 'public.  He  therefore  in  vindication 

of  his  honour  tranfmitted  to  the  fpeaker  on  the  5th 
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of  February  a  frefh  certificate ,  which  proved  that 
the  former  was  in  the  due  form,  and  gave  the  par¬ 
ticulars  of  his  illnefs  to  that  day.  This  was  attefted 
by  two  notaries  public ,  and  the  Englijh  ambafifiador . 
The  trials  in  the  King’s  Bench  however  came  on 
the  21  ft  of  February,  the  alteration  of  the  records 
having  been  made  only  the  day  before.  The  next 
French  mail  brought  to  him  languifhing  in  bed,  as 
a  balm  to  his  wounds,  an  account  of  the  furprizing 
tranfactions  of  thofe  tv/o  days,  although  by  the 
preceding  poll  he  had  received  the  moft  pofitive 
affurances  that  the  trials  were  put  oft,  together  with 
copies  of  counter- notices,  figned  fummoning  officer , 
which  had  been  lent  to  feveral  of  the  jury.  Could 
he  have  known  the  records  would  be  altered  after 
he  had  pleaded,  he  would  certainly  have  given 
orders  not  to  make  any  defence,  and  have  fought 

a  con-> 
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a  conftitutional'  remedy.  The  proceeding  to  trial 
under  fuch  circumftances,  when  his  folicitor  had 
protefted  againft  the  alteration ,  fhewed  how  deter¬ 
mined  his  enemies  were  at  any  rate  to  make  fure  of 
his  conviftion.  If  the  alteration  had  not  been 
made,  the  original  records  were  too  loofe  and 
vague  to  have  convi&ed  him.  The  information 
muft  have  been  quafhed*.  Could  he  fufpeft  the 

*  “  The  common  opinion  among  lawyers  has  always  been, 
«*  that  no  judge,  in  a  criminal  proceeding  ought  to  know  any 
<<  thing  of  the  record  before  the  trial  comes  on,  unlefs  one  of 
«•  the  parties  in  open  court  move  fomething  thereon ;  becaufe  a 

judge  is  to  be  unprejudiced  and  impartial.  The  making 
“  of  an  immaterial  alteration  in  any  chamber  would  be  folly, 
11  the  making  of  a  material  one  without  conjent ,  feems  to  be 
“  injuftice,  feeing  it  might  prevent  and  remove  an  obje&ion 
“  fatal  after  trial,  in  arreft  of  judgment.  And  what  attorney 
«*  in  his  fenfes  would  complain  to  any  court  againfl  the  pre- 
“  fident  in  it?  I  challenge  this  fophiff  to  produce  one  adjudged 
“  precedent  of  fuch  an  alteration.  His  fuppofition  of  there 
“  being  no  difference  in  legal  ffgnification  between  the  words 
“  tenor  and  purport  is  grounded  in  ignorance  ;  the  former  hav- 
“  ing  been  determined  to  import  an  exa&  recital,  and  the  other 
“  only  the  general  meaning  and  effect,  of  any  deed  or  paper. 

For  which  reafon  the  firft  has  been  held  to  be  fufficient,  and 
44  the  other  inefficient  to  ground  a  convi&ion.”  Pojljcript  to 
a  Letter  concerning  Libels ,  Warrants ,  the  Seizure  of  Papers ,  ice. 
p.  1 14. 
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alteration ,  which  was  deferred  almoft  to  the  lad 
hour  ?  Lord  Mansfield  perfonally  went  through  the 
whole  of  this  bufinefs.  The  alteration  of  the  records 
was  made  under  his  immediate  infpeftion  at  his  own 
houfe,  and  he  tried  both  the  caufes.  The  falfe  and 
cankered  Scot,  whofe  peftilential  breath  blafted  all 
our  warriors’  laurels,  now  exulted,  and  thought  his 
fubtle  countryman  had  made  him  for  ever  fa fe  from 
the  moft  dangerous  of  his  enemies,  for  that  Mr. 
Wilkes  had  received  the  coup  de  grace  by  the  two 
verdiffs  and  the  out-lawry ,  which  probably  would 
follow.  Could  Lord  Mansfield  have  imagined  that 
Mr.  Wilkes  would  have  dared  to  return  to  Eng¬ 
land,  I  believe  he  would  neither  have  tried  the  two 
caufes  himfelf,  nor  have  ventured  upon  the  altera 
tion  of  the  records.' 

The  firfb  plan  of  the  Sccttifh  minifter’s  revenge 
was  ft  ill  deeper  laid.  A  complaint  had  been  pur- 
pofely  made  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  by  the  Bifhop 
cf  Gloucefler,  that  the  name  of  Wcirburton  had  been 
put  to  fome  notes  of  the  EJfay  on  Woman.  The 
bifhop  in  this  affair,  was  however,  only  co-adjuto.r 
to  a  *  lay  lord,  homini  pojl  homines  natos  turpiffima, 

*  Earl  of  Sandwich, 
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feeler atiffimo ,  contaminatiffmo ,  who  fir fb  moved  the 
complaint,  fo  much  to  the  aftonifhment  of  his 
brother  peers,  that  *  one  of  them  faid,  he  never 
before  heard  the  devil  preach  a  fermon  againfl  fin. 
It  had  therefore  been  determined  that  after  the  ex- 
pulfion  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  which  was 
already  bargained  for,  he  fhould  be  committed  to 
Newgate  on  this  pretended  breach  of  the  Bifhop’s 
privilege,  and  continue  there  till  a  verdict  was  found 
againfl;  him.  He  would  then  be  in  fafe  cuflody  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  fentence  of  the  King’s  Bench.  The  fuccefs 
of  this  minifterial  craft  was  certain,  had  Mr.  Wilkes 
been  in  a  capacity  of  returning  to  England  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year  1764.  When  he  was  able 
after  the  two  trials  and  the  expulfion,  if  he  had  re¬ 
turned  during  the  lawlefs  rule  of  an  adminiflration, 
which  had  facrificed  the  liberties  of  the  fubjedt,  and 
even  their  own  fecurity,  to  gratify  the  favourite’s 
luft  of  revenge,  he  ought  to  have  lodged  in  Moor- 
fields.  He  carried  on  fteadily  all  this  time  the 
caufes  againfl:  Lord  Halifax,  and  they  were  only 
fufpended  by  his  oul-lawry ,  which  took  place  in 
November  1764,  The  day,  on  which  the  writs 


*  Lord  Le  Defpencer. 
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of  error  were  allowed  in  1768,  he  refumed  the  at¬ 
tack,  and  I  believe  his  lordlhip  will  not  now  be 
much  longer  able  to  mock  the  juftice  of  the  nation. 
On  the  changes  of  the  miniftry,  with  pleafing* 
but  delufive  hopes,  in  1766  he  twice 

review’d  his  native  fhore. 

Much  fam’d  for  gen’rous  deeds,  for  beauty  more, 

as  old  Homer  fays  of  Greece,  and  is  equally  true 
of  England,  but  one  of  the  minifters  wanted  the 
power,  and  the  other  the  will,  to  do  him  juftice. 
The  Marquis  was  in  his  heart  the  warm  friend  of 
liberty  and  his  country.  The  Duke  was  the  friend 
of - Nancy  Parfons’s  friend. 

Mr.  Wilkes  was  outlawed  for  contumacy  in  not 
appearing  to  receive  fentence.  The  courts  of  law 
have  always  looked  on  out-lawries  as  odious.  The 
procefs  of  out-lawry  is  to  compel  an  appearance : 
as  foon  as  an  appearance  is  made,  the  court  ought 
to  be  fatisfied.  When  therefore  he  came  into  the 
court  of  King’s  Bench,  and  declared  an  entire  fub- 
million  to  the  laws  of  his  country,  it  was  moft  na¬ 
tural  to  imagine  the  out-lawry  would  have  fallen  of 
courfe,  fentence  been  pronounced,  and  the  law 

fully 
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fully  fatisfied.  His  council  infilled  on  this,  and 
likewife  pointed  out  many  defeats  in  the  form  of 
the  cut- law  ry,  which  proved  it  erroneous  and  in¬ 
valid.  He  had  appeared,  and  declared  himfelf  the 
perfon,  againft  whom  two  verdiCts  were  found  at 
that  very  bar,  but  the  moll  ridiculous,  the  moft 
farcical  fcene  imaginable  followed.  The  judges 
(creditc  pojleri!)  agreed  not  to  know  him,  and  he 
was  fuffered,  notwithftanding  the  two  convictions 
on  record,  together  with  an  out-lawry ,  to  depart 
the  court  of  King’s  Bench  in  as  full  fecurity  as  any 
of  the  numerous  and  aftonifhed  fpe&ators.  It  was 
then  the  determination  to  have  continued  the  out¬ 
lawry,  The  fpeech  delivered  by  Lord  Mansfield 

on  the  reverfal  was  compofed,  or  rather  tran dated 

# 

from  the  Latin,  about  that  time,  evidently  as  an 
apology  for  the  eftablhhing  of  it.  A  week  after 
this,  Mr.  Wilkes  fent  to  the  fherifPs  officer  to 
execute  the  capias  utlagatum  upon  him  at  a  fixed 
hour  in  his  own  apartment.  He  attended  the 
officer  into  court  the  fame  morning,  on  the  27th 
of  April,  but  it  was  not  till  the  9th  of  June,  when 
the  outdawry  was  reverfed.  It  was  then  at  lad 
declared  originally  null  and  invalid.  This  long 
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delay  was  the  more  extroard inary,  becaufe  by  his 
exprefs  orders  the  council  had  refufed  to  argue  that: 
point  any  more  after  the  firft  hearing,  although 
prefTed  to  it  by  the  judges.  His  reafon  was,  that 
the  public  had  declared  an  entire  fatisfadtion  in 
the  date  of  the  argument,  as  left  by  Mr.  Serjeant 
Glynn.  Lord  Mansfield  reverfed  the  out-lawry 
merely  on  an  error  dated  by  the  ferjeant  in  the 
form,  not  on  the  large  and  liberal  ideas  of  law  and 
judice,  on  which  the  greateft  ftrefs  had  been  laid 
in  the  pleadings.  This  defedt  was  the  omiflion  of 
two  words*  pro  comitatu.  Mr.  Wilkes  however, 
I  believe,  owes  the  reverfal  of  his  out-lawfy  to  no 
legal  pleadings,  no  fubtle  arguments,  or  nice  dif- 
tinftions,  to  no  pretended  failure  of  form  where 
no  form  whatever  is  preferibed,  but  to  the  temper 
and  high  fpirit  of  the  times,  to  the  people  of 
England  in  general,  more  than  to  any  one  man. 
He  has  that  mod:  eflential  obligation  to  the  nation  at 
large,  not  to  the  kindnefs  of  any  particular. 

The  little  piece  of  chicane  I  have  mentioned  in 
the  Englifh  law  is  only  to  be  paralleled  by  a  fimilar 
nicety  among  the  Romans,  which  gave  the  pretext 
to  a  like  reverfal  of  the  profeription  of  Cicero. 

The  law  againft  him  was  bad  grammar  and  falfe 

latin* 
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latin,  for  the  tenfe  was  miftaken.  It  was  drawn  by 
Sextus  Clodhis ,  the  IV edderburn  of  the  Roman  bar* 
but  inftead  of  inter  die  at  nr ,  it  was  {nterdiftum  fit , 
which  Cicero  declares  rendered  it  null,  y//  quid 
tulit  legum  feriptor  peril  us,  callidus?  Velitis ,  jubeatisy 
ut  M.  T villi  o  aqua  ct  ignis  inter  die  atur  ?  non  tulit  ut 

INTERDICATUR  I  quid  CYgO  ?  Ut  INTERDICTUM 

sit.  Afterwards  he  obferves,  Quid fi  Us  verbis  feripta 

s 

eft  ifta  proferiptio ,  ut  fe  ipfa  dijjohat  ?  He  gives  the 
reafons  at  large,  quod  fa  Slum  non  eft  ut  fit  fadlum, 
ferri  ad  populum,  aut  verbis  ullis  fanciri ,  aut  fuffra - 
giis  conftrmari  pot  eft  ?  &c,  &c, 

I  (hall  now,  Sir,  give  you  my  opinion  on  an¬ 
other  point  of  importance  among  the  charges 
brought  againft  Mr.  Wilkes.  He  is  faid  to  have 
fpurned  at  all  law  and  government,  to  have  raifed 
and  fomented  the  riots  and  tumults,  fo  frequent  of 
late  years  in  this  kingdom.  The  whole  of  his  con¬ 
duit  demonftrates  the  injuftice  and  malice  of  this 
charge.  The  diftraitions  and  confufions  in  all 
public  affairs  fpring  from  a  very  different  caufe, 
from  the  gene.al  difeontent  of  the  people,  who, 
in  the  fatal  eifefls,  obferve  and  fmart  for  the  un¬ 
happy  influence  over  the  fovercign  of  a  free 
country,  which  a  man  has  obtained,  who  wants 
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wifdom,  and  holds  principles  incompatible  with  free¬ 
dom,  as  Mr.  Pitt  faid,  although  he  has  been  con¬ 
tradicted  by  Lord  Chatham .  Mr.  Wilkes  has  irre¬ 
proachably  the  merit  of  a  good  fubjedt,  for  he  has 
always  paid  a  due  refpedt  to  the  laws,  a  reverence 
to  the  conftitution,  an  obedience  to  the  power  of 
the  magiflrate,  and  to  all  juft  authority.  Under 
repreated  oppreflions  by  the  hand  of  power  he  has 
only  fought  the  legal  red  refs.  He  has  claimed  the 
protection  of  the  laws  againft  adls  of  rnjuftice,  vio¬ 
lence,  and  minifterial  robbery.  The  laws  have 

v 

fully  juftifted  the  appeal.  His  enemies  have  been 
convidted  of  many  atrocious,  illegal  adts,  and  con¬ 
demned  by  more  than  one  fovereign  court  of  juftice. 
He  is  indeed,  Sir,  a  man  more  finned  againft ,  than 
finning .  After  the  fharpeft  provocations,  the  con¬ 
duct  of  Mr.  Wilkes  has  been  cool,  temperate  and 
prudent.  When  he  was  relealed  from  the  Tower, 
he  went  foon  into  a  retired  part  of  Surry.  He  viftted 
his  friends  in  the  city,  after  that  triumph  of  the 
laws  in  his  perfon  over  minifterial  tyranny,  only  in 
the  mod  private  manner,  to  avoid  every  poflibility 
of  a  tumult  among  the  people,  who  thought  him 
greatly  injured,  and  had  warmly  efpoufed  his  caufe 
in  gratitude  to  a  man,  qtti  liber t at em  civibus  ftabili - 
verat ,  in  Tully’s  phrafe.  He  did  not  make  a  vain 
*  fooliftx 
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foolifli  progrefs  through  fcveral  counties,  like  the 
mad  Tory  Parfon  in  Queen  Anne’s  time.  He  went 
only  once  into  Buckinghamlhire,  and  he  chofe  the 
king’s  birth-day  for  the  time  of  his  coming  among 
his  condiments  at  Aylelbury,  that  the  rejoicings 
on  his  return  to  them  might  diftinguifh  that  aufpi- 
cious  day.  On  the  occafion  he  gave  an  entertain¬ 
ment  to  the  Borough,  after  which  he  returned  to 
town. 

The  fame  fpirit  of  moderation  and  prudence 
dictated  all  his  future  meafures,  and  he  ftudioufly 
avoided  every  thing  which  could  inflame.  Since 
his  laft  return  to  England,  the  City  and  Middlefex 
elections  have  given  Irefli  proofs  of  his  love  of  de¬ 
cency,  peace,  and  order.  He  exerted  him  felt 
during  the  whole  time  of  the  poll  at  Guildhall  to 
preferve  the  peace  of  the  city,  and  his  laft  words 
on  quitting  the  huttings  were,  Gentlemen ,  I  recom¬ 
mend  it  to  you  in  the  Jlrongeft  manner  to  exert  your - 
felves  to  preferve  the  peace  and  quiet  of  this  great  city . 
That  attention  to  the  public  good  in  fuch  a  moment 
of  humiliation  to  an  unfuccefsful  candidate  carries 
with  it  in  my  idea  particular  merit*  but  the  aflion, 
by  which  it  was  followed,  gives  it  great  lufire.  The 
livery  in  general  had  been  difgufted  by  the  par¬ 
tiality  of  the  fir  ft  city  magiftrate,  and  irritated  by 
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the  minifterial  orders  to  vote  for  their  creatures, 
which  were  iffued  from  fome  of  the  boards.  Thole 
orders  had  appeared  in  moll  of  the  public  prints. 
1  he  people  were  fully  informed  of  every  tranf- 
aetion.  T  hey  thought  the  eledtion  unfair  from 
the  beginning,  and  were  farther  provoked  the  laft 
day  at  the  fhutting  the  great  iron  gates  during  the 
time  of  the  poll,  by  which  many  of  the  livery  were 
prevented  getting  into  the  hall.  It  was  believed 
that  they  intended  at  the  clofe,  before  the  num¬ 
bers  could  be  call  up  and  proclaimed,  to  have 
feized  and  deftroyed  the  poll  books,  that  the 
whole  proceedings,  which  they  confidered  as  ir¬ 
regular,  might  be  void.  The  moment  of  the 
clerks  delivering  the  poll  books  to  the  (he riffs  on 
the  huttings  in  order  to  be  call  up  by  them,  was 
to  have  been  the  fignal.  Mr.  Wilkes  was  informed 
of  this,  and  he  prevented  it  by  retiring  asfoon  as  the 
poll  was  finilhed,  before  the  books  could  be  catt 
up,  even  by  the  clerks,  and  delivered.  The 
greater  part  of  the  people,  as  on  the  former  days, 
followed  Mr.  Wilkes.  All  the  other  candidates 
remained  in  the  hall  with  their  friends,  the  (heriffs 
proceeded  to  catt  up  the  books,  and  the  declaration 
of  the  numbers  on  the  final  clofe  of  the  poll  was  by 
$hjs  prudent  meafure  made  with  very  little  con- 
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fufion.  The  former  days  of  the  poll  Mr.  Wilkes 
had  attended  the  cafting  up  of  the  books,  even  by 
the  ffieriffs,  and  the  affixing  of  the  numbers  for 
public  infpeftion  at  the  upper  end  of  Guildhall. 
One  of  the  iuccefsful  candidates  thanked  him  pub, 
lickly,  as  he  was  retiring  from  the  huttings,  for 
the  excellency  of  his  conduct . 

The  Middlefex  election  furnifhes  another  proof 
of  the  care  Mr.  Wilkes  has  taken  to  maintain  de¬ 
cency  and  good  order.  A  great  riot  was  appre¬ 
hended,  which  feemed  to  be  the  favourite,  and 
indeed  then  became  the  only,  refource  of  the  other 
party.  The  cut-lawry  fubfiding,  they  had  with 
the  baled  views  mod  fail'd y  and  infamoudy  aflerted 
in  the  public  papers,  that  he  might  be  killed  like  a 
wild  bead,  and  ought  to  be  fnot  like  a  mad  do^ 
that  fuch  an  adion  would  be  not  only  innocent, 
but  meritorious.  He  dilperfed  through  the  county 
many  thoufand  addrefles  to  the  freeholders,  entreat¬ 
ing  their  abidance  for  the  prefervation  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  peace,  without  a  hint  of  his  private  fafety.  He 
might  certainly  have  been  attended  by  a  numerous 
cavalcade  to  Brentford.  Many  of  the  freeholders 
prefled  it  as  a  proper,  and  the  ufual,  meafure;  but 
j;e  chofe  the  mod  private  manner,  and  went  there 

the 
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the  evening  before  the  election  with  only  one* 
gentleman,  whole  friendship  he  ranks  among  the 
honours  and  bleffings  of  his  life.  The  eledion  was 
carried  through  in  the  greatefl:  freedom  and  order, 
with  a  general  Sobriety  never  before  Seen  on  fuch  an 
occafion,  intirely  owing  to  the  influence  of  Mr. 
Wilkes  and  his  friends.  On  the  fame  principle  of 
preventing  even  the  poflibility  of  a  tumult  or  riot, 
he  declined  the  being  chaired ,  and  other  ufual  ho¬ 
nours. 

I  am  afhamed,  fir,  to  have  dwelt  fo  long  on  a 
point,  which  may  be  proved  by  the  whole  of  Mr. 
Wilkes’s  conduit.  Even  his  prefen t  fituation  has 
given  him  a  glorious  opportunity,  which  I  do  not 
recoiled  has  happened  to  any  other  man,  of  fhewing 
his  obedience  to  the  laws  and  to  the  civil  magistrate. 
After  the  refufal  of  bail  by  his  judges  before 
fentence,  in  his  way  to  prifon  he  was  refcued  by 
his  countrymen.  The  officers  of  juftice,  who  had 
the  charge  of  him,  were  in  the  utmoft  danger. 
Mr.  Wilkes  had  that  day  the  happinefs  of  preser¬ 
ving  three  lives,  although  perhaps  not  the  three 
he  would  have  chofen  from  the  whole  Species.  Af- 

# 

*  The  Reverend  Mr.  John  Horne,  Miniller  of  Nevv-Brentford, 
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terwards  by  a  ftratagem,  and  in  difguife,  he 
efcaped  into  the  prifon,  to  which  he  had  been  fen- 
tenced  in  the  morning.  The  Marjhal  foon  came7 
ftill  pale,  trembling,  and  aghaft,  ready  to  fall  on 
his  knees  no  lefs  from  fear  than  gratitude,  thanked 
him  in  the  warmed  terms,  and  faid,  it  was  imp  of - 
fible  he  could  continue  in  the  King  s  Bench  prifon  twenty - 
four  hours ,  if  there  was  any  honour  in  government . 
He  has  now  been  there  above  half  a  year,  and  I 
dare  fay  he  will  pals  the  next  eighteen  months  in 
the  fame  place,  for  although  the  envenomed  caufe 
of  all  his,  and  the  nation’s  wrongs  is  J3ed,  yet  the 
fling  is  left  behind.  The  accurfed  thing  is  not  now 
indeed  in  the  midft  of  us,  but  we  do  not  know  how 
foon  the  vengeance  of  heaven  may  for  our  fins 
chaftife  us  in  as  full  a  meafure  of  wrath  as  before. 
Since  his  letter  to  the  king  in  the  beginning  of 
March,  Mr.  Wilkes  has  made  no  *  application  to 
any  perfon  whatever  refpedling  his  pardon,  and  I 
prophecy  that  he  will  be  left  where  he  is  till  the 
1 8th  of  April  1770,  with  only  the  teftimony  of 

*  Many  perfons  afFe&ing  to  believe  that  the  King  never 
received  that  Letter,  Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey  delivered  into  his 
Majefty’s  own  hands  a  Petition  from  Mr.  Wilkes  in  the  month 
following  the  date  of  this  Epiille. 

a  good 
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a  good  confcience,  the  fatisfa&ion  of  having  dorn* 
real  fervices  to  his  country,  and  the  love  of  a 
grateful  nation.  He  will  then  emerge  with  dignity 
and  glory,  for  I  believe  he  will  have  the  confidence 
of  the  public  enough  to  carry  through  many  con- 
ftitutional  points  of  liberty,  in  conjunction  with; 
other  true  lovers  of  their  country,  and  perhaps  to 
compleat  the  plan  of  freedom,  which  even  the 

glorious  revolution  left  imperfect. 

$ 

In  the  mean  time  under  the  weight  of  the  molt 
unjuft  oppreflions,  Mr.  Wilkes’s  friends  have  the 
comfort  of  finding  that  he  pofteftes  peace  and  for¬ 
titude  of  mind,  that  he  does  not  bate  a  jot  of  heart 
or  hope ,  but  fill  bears  up  and  fleers  right  onward * 
He  might  add  that  all  he  has  buffered  has  been 

In  liberty  s  defence,  bis  noble  tafhi 
Of  which  all  Europe  rings  from  fide  to  fide . 

I  hope  he  will  atone  for  the  difiipation  of  too  gay' 
a  youth,  and  that  the  reft  of  his  life  will  be  ufe- 
fully  employed  for  this  nation,  whether  in  the  gloom 
of  a  prifon,  or  at  large  among  chearful  and  genial 
friends,  of  fenfe  and  honour,  with  a  fteady,  difin- 
terefted,  and  inviolable  attachment  to  the  caufe  of 
liberty.  After  a  few  tedious  months  he  will  look 

back 
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back,  with  joy  on  his  pad  iufferings,  and  the  happy 
confequences  of  them  to  this  kingdom.  That  re- 
fiedtion  will  give  a  keener  relifh  to  what  I  believe 
he  may  now  expedt  fince  his  return  to  England. 
I  truft  that  he  will  no  more  be  a  wanderer,  nor  loft 
in  the  primroie  path  of  pleafure,  but  that  we  fhall 
lee  him  on  every  great  occafion  facrificing  to  public 
virtue,  at  all  times  happy  and  free  in  his  native 
country,  in  the  bofom  o  1  philofophy  and  friendfhip. 
Although  he  has  fuffered  a  long  exile,  and  been 
broken  on  the  wheel  of  fortune,  yet  being  at  laft 
reftored  to  the  land  of  freedom,  when  all  his  cruel 
wounds  are  at  length  healed  and  forgotten,  T 
expedt  that  among  his  houfhold  deities  he  will  eredt 
a  temple  to  LIBER  I Y,  and  dedicate  an  altar 

FORTUNE  REDUCI. 
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an  appendix, 


Containing  Papers  referred  to  in  the  two 
foregoing  Letters. 


N°  1. 

Paae  2.  “  A  General  Warrant  may  carry  horror  and 
ct  cruelty  to  every  family  and  every  iftdi- 

**  vidual  in  the  ifland.” 

'  The  General  Warrant. 

GEORGE  MONTAGU  DUNK,  Earl  of 
Halifax,  Vifcount  Sunbury,  and  Baron 

Halifax,  one  of  the  Lords  of  his  Majesty  s 

L*  S.  moft  honourable  Privy  Council,  Lieutenant 
General  of  bis  Majesty’s  Forces ,  and  principal 
Secretary  of  State . 

Thefe  are  in  his  majefly’s  name  to  authorize  and  require 
you,  (taking  a  conifable  to  your  affiftance)  to  make 
Rri6t  and  diligent  fearch  for  the  authors,  printers,  and 
publifhers  of  a  feditious  and  treofonabk  paper,  entitled 
the  North  Briton,  N°  45,  Saturday  April  23,  1763. 
Printed  for  G.  Kearfey ,  in  Ludgate-Jlreet,  London  ;  and 
them,  or  any  of  them  having  found,  to  apprehend  and 
feize,  together  with  their  papers,  and  to  bring  in  fate 
cuftody,  before  me,  to  be  examined  concerning  the  pre- 
mifes,  and  further  dealt  with  according  to  law  ;  in  the 
due  execution  whereof,  all  mayors,  fhcrifls,  juflices  of 
the  peace,  conflables,  and  all  other  his  majelty  s  officers 
civil  and  military,  and  loving  fubjc£ts,  whom  it  may 
concern,  are  to  be  aiding  and  affifting  to  you  as  there 
fliali  be  occafion.  And  for  fo  doing,  this  (hall  be  your 

M  2  *  warrant* 
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warrant.  Given  at  St.  James's  the  twenty-fixth  day  of 
dpril,  in  the  third  year  of  his  majefty ’s  reign. 


DUNK  HALIFAX. 


N°  2. 


Page  4.  <c  Nor  the  Warrant  of  Commitment  to  the 
ct  lower.” 


The  Warrant  of  Commitment. 


CHARLES  Earl  of  EGREMONT,  and  GEORGE 
DUNK  Earl  of  HALIFAX,  Lords  of  his  Ma¬ 
jesty’s  moft  honourable  Privy  Council,  and 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State . 

Thefe  are  in  his  majefty’s  name,  to  authorize  and  require 
you,  to  receive  into  your  cuftody  the  body  of  John 
IVilkeSy  Efq;  herewith  fent  you,  for  being  the  author 
and  publifher  of  a  moft  infamous  and  feditious  libel, 
entitled  the  North  Briton,  N°  45;  tending  to  in¬ 
flame  the  minds,  and  alienate  the  affe&ions,  of  the 
people  from  his  majefty,  and  to  excite  them  to  traitorous 
infurre&ions  againft  the  government;  and  to  keep 
him  fafe  and  clofe ,  until  he  fhall  be  delivered  by  d,ue 
courfe  of  law.  And  for  fo  doing  this  fhall  be  your 
warrant.  Given  at  St.  James  s,  the  30th  day  of  April 
1763,  in  the  third  year  of  his  majefty ’s  reign. 

To  the  right  honourable,-. 


John  Lord  Berkley  of  Sr  at-  ~ )  EGREMONT.  L.  S. 


tony  Conftable  of  his  Ma-  / 

jefty’s  Tower  of  Londonyf  DUNK  HALIFAX.  L.  SH 
or  to  the  Lieutenant  off 
the  Laid  Tower,  or  his  \ 

Deputy,  J 


i 
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N°  3. 

Page  8.  c<  The  Record ,  being  in  the  King's  Bench, 
cc  has  been  altered 

Extra£l  from  an  Enquiry  into  the  Dofirine  lately  propa - 
gated,  concerning  Attachments  of  Contempt ,  Ehe  Alteration  of 
Records ,  and  the  Court  of  Star-Chamber,  ^.to.  London  1769* 
Printed  for  Williams,  page  49. 

Where  liberty  and  protection  are  the  principal  objetfs 
of  government,  nothing  can  be  more  alarming  and  dan¬ 
gerous  to  the  people,  than  the  judges  afluming  a  power  of 
employing  their  own  diferetion,  in  (lead  of  the  law,  in  the 
adminiftration  of  juftice.  It  will  be  a  fuperlative  degree 
of  folly  to  fuppofe  ourfclves  governed  by  law,  if  the  judges 
can  exceed  or  abrogate  the  rules  of  it,  and  punifh  us 
for  faying  we  are  opprefied.  The  law  is  matter  of  infti- 
tution,  a  judge  hath  nothing  to  do  with  the  rcafons  of  it ; 
his  office  is  merely  minifterial,  and  folely  to  declare  what 
it  is,  not  what  it  *  ffiould  be;  there  the  line  of  his  power 
is  drawn.  He  who  paffies  it  either  through  vanity,  pre- 
fumption,  or  corruption,  is  a  traitor  to  the  public.  The 
Spirit  of  the  common  law,  in  the  ftridlnefs  of  holding  the 
judges  to  fuch  precifions,  as  not  to  be  authorized  to  amend 
any  record  before  them,  even  in  a  fy liable  or  a  letter,  is 
not  generally  perceived,  or  the  force  of  it  under  (food, 
which  hath  made  fome  judges  more  bold  than  others  in 
this  refpetft.  Neverthelefs,  it  is  the  fecret  wherein  the 
(Length  of  the  conftitution  lies,  as  the  (Length  of  Sampfon 
did  in  h  is  hair.  It  is  the  great  and  only  effectual  bar  that 
human  wifdom  can  raife  to  preferve  the  public  fafety  from 
violation  by  the  judges.  Was  it  otherwife,  as  they  are 

t 

*  Sir  William  Parkins ,  who  was  concerned  in  the  artartinntion  plot, 
againft  king  William  III.  on  his  trial  before  Holt  Ch.  Jult.  prayed 
the  artiltance  of  counfel  in  purfuance  of  Hat.  7.  Will.  III.  c.  3. 
but  though  this  a£t  had  parted  the  royal  artent  before  the  trial  came 
on,  yet  it  came  on  before  the  a£t  took  place,  viz.  the  very  day 
next  preceding  its  commencement  ;  upon  which  occalion  Holt  laid, 
€l  IVe  t/iuJI  conform  to  the  law  as  it  is  at  prefent ,  not  to  what  it  <zvil/ 
**  be  to-morrow ,  we  are  upon  our  oaths  Jo  to  do Fof.  Cl.  Law. 

232.  4  St.  Tri,  630.  631, 

men 
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men  fubje£  to  the  vices  and  follies  of  men  ;  arrogance, 
caprice,  prejudice,  motives  of  Hate  and  party,  might  ufurp 
the  (eat  of-  jufticc,  and  the  Jaw  be  forced  to  give  way  to 
whatever  an  overbearing  .judge  fliould  be  pleafed  to  call 
common  fenfe.  Nothing  therefore  concerns  the  preferva- 
tion  of  civil  liberty,  as  well  as  property,  more  efientially 
than  keeping  up  the  old  confiitutional  bar  againft  the 
judges  exercifing  any  difcretion  of  their  own  not  purely 
legal.  1  his  is  a  fubjedf  of  very  ferious  importance,  and 
hath  been  defined  with  fomc  fpirit. - 

A  modern  mod  elegant  writer,  feems  to  have  projhtuted 
his  character  as  a  lawyer,  in  no  inftance  fo  much,  as  in 
that,  wherein  he  is  pleafed  to  cenfure  the  Judges ,  for  fcru- 
puloufly  declining  to  alter  their  records ,  without  the  fane- 
tion  of  an  adt  of  parliament*;  however  he  hath  the  can¬ 
dor  to  admit,  44  that  they  may,  through  a  decent  degree 
46  of  tendernefs,  excufe  themfelves  from  amending  in 
“  criminal  cafes;  that  they  need  not  grant  an  amendment, 
<c  where  it  would  work  an  injuftice  to  either  party ;  or 
“  where  he  cannot  be  put  in  as  good  a  condition  as  if  his 
44  adverfary  had  made  no  mijlake*.” 

A  late  learned  and  judicious  t  writer  fays,  44  he  would 
“  afk  by  what  authority  or  book  cafe,  a  fmgle  judge  hath 
44  an  undoubted  right  to  fummonce  attornies  to  his  cham- 
44  bers,  and  diredf  amendments  in  the  records  of  the 
44  court?  and  whether  the  courfe  (which  is  the  law)  of 
44  the  court,  hath  not  conftantly  been,  where  either  party 
44  is  defirous  of  altering  a  record,  to  apply  by  counfel  in. 
44  open  court  for  that  purpofe?  and  the  reafon  is  obvious, 
46  viz.  becaufe  a  record  being  the  a£  of  the  court,  that 
44  is  of  all  the  judges  thereof,  they  ought  all  to  be  applied 
64  to,  for  leave  to  make  an  alteration  in  their  own  a£L” 

L.  C.  J.  %  Coke  fays,  all  caufes  ought  to  be  heard,  or¬ 
dered  and  determined  before  the  judges  of  the  king’s 
courts,  openly  in  the  king’s  courts,  whither  all  perfona 
may  refort  ;  and  in  no  chambers ,  or  other  private  places : 
for  the  judges  are  not  judges  of  chambers ,  but  of  courts* 

*  3  Black.  Com.  409. 

+  The  author  of  the  preface  to  Dig,  Lib. 

X  &  Inft.  103.  104. 

.  and 
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and  therefore  in  open  court,  where  the  parties,  counfel, 
and  attornies  attend,  ought  orders,  rules,  awards  and 
judgments  to  be  made  and  given  ;  and  not  in  chambers, 
or  other  private  places,  where  a  man  may  lofe  his  caufe, 
or  receive  great  prejudice  or  delay  in  his  abfence  for  want 
of  defence ;  nay,  that  judge  who  ordereth  or  ruleth  a 
caufe  in  his  cha?nben ,  though  his  order  or  rule  be  juft,  yet 
cffendeth  he  the  law ,  becaufe  he  doth  it  ?iot  in  court.  And 
the  opinion  is  good  and  agreeable  to  this  law,  qui  aliquid 
ftatuerit  parte  inauditd  altera ,  aquum  licet  ftatuerit ,  baud 
aquus  fuerit ,  neither  are  the  caules  to  be  heard  upon  pe~ 
titions ,  or  fuggef lions  and  references,  but  in  curia  do?mni 
regis . 

Motion  in  arreft  of  judgment  on  an  indictment  for  li¬ 
belling  the  government,  and  the  objection  made  was,  for 
that  the  charge,  which  was  laid  to  the  defendant,  was  not 
fo  certain  and  particular  as  it  ought  to  be,  for  the  libels 
were  not  fet  forth  in  beec  verba ,  as  they  ought  ;  neither 
was  the  defendant  charged  diredtly  with  writing  or  making 
the  very  words  and  fentences  exprefled  in  the  indictment, 
but  only  that  he  made  and  wrote  libels,  in  which  among 
others,  was  contained  “  according  to  the  tenor'  and  “  to 

the  purport  * * * §  following/’  After  the  above  cafe  had  de¬ 
pended  in  the  King's  Bench  feveral  terms,  and  after  it  had 
been  feveral  times  argued  at  the  bar,  it  was  agreed  by 
Holt  chief  juftice,  Rokeby  and  Turton  juft  ices,  upon  folemn 
argument  on  the  +  Bench,  that  if  the  indi&ment  had  been 
for  a  libel,  containing,  among  other,  “  to  the  purport  fol- 
“  lowing,”  it  had  been  J  ill,  becaufe  it  had  not  imported, 
that  the  words  were  the  fpecific  words  which  were  in  the 
§  libel.  The  court  muft  be  judge  of  the  words  thtmf elves, 
and  not  of  the  conftrucftion  the  projecutor  puts  upon  them, 
but  “  according  to  the  tenor  following”  imports  the  very 
words  jj  themfelves.  tor  the  tenor  of  a  thing  is  the  €[ 

•  Carth.  402.  3  Salk  226.  pi.  5. 

Lord  Raym.  415. 

|  12  Mod.  218.  3  Salk.  226.  pi.  5. 

§  Lord  Raym.  415.  3  Salk.  226.  pi.  5. 

||  11  Mod.  79.  85,  96.  3  Salk.  226.  pi.  5, 

2  Salk  1  661,  3  Salk,  225.  226.  pi,  3, 


tranfeript ; 
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•  * 

tranfcript ;  arid  Rokcby  faid  the  words  <c  to  the  pur*> 
“  port”  were  loofe  and  ufelefs  words  ;  and  the  words 
<c  according  to  the  tenor  f  being  of  a  certain  and  more 
ftridt  fignification,  the  force  of  the  latter  was  not  hurt  by 
the  former,  which  Holt  chief  juftice  agreed  *  to;  and 
if  on  the  trial,  the  words  in  the  libel  had  not  been  exactly 
the  fame,  wi'.h  the  words  in  the  indiflment>  the  defendant 
could  not  have  been  found  guilty  f. 

The  juft  now  cited  ordinance  of  Edward  the  firft  was 
fo  rigidly  obferved,  that  Ralph  de  Hengham ,  chief  J  juftice 
of  England  in  that  king’s  reign,  moved  with  compaflion 
for  tne  circumftances  of  a  poor  man,  who  was  fined  13s. 
and  4d.  in  an  §  adiion  of  debt,  caufed  the  ||  record  to  be 
rafed^  and  made  6s.  and  8d.  he  was  fined  800  marks  for 
this  offence. 

The  learned  DoCtor  Blackftone' s  remarks  on  Hengham  s 
Cafe,  feem  rather  equivocal ,  for  in  the  body  **  of  his  com¬ 
mentaries,  he  obferves  that,  u  in  ftriCtnefs  it  was  certainly 
indefen fible ,”  and  in  the  **  note  he  fays,  “  certainly  his 
“  offence  wras  nothing  very  atrocious  or  difgraccful ;  for 
<c  though  removed  from  the  King’s  Bench  at  this  time,  we 
tc  find  him  about  twelve  years  afterwards  made  chief 
“  juftice  of  the  Common  Picas ,  in  which  office  he  conti- 
<c  nued  till  his  death.”  Would  not  this  reafoning  of  the 
Doctor’s  be  much  more  conclufive,  were  there  not  in- 
fiances  of  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe,  who,  finding  the 
bufmefs  of  the  bar  not  anfwer,  have  had  intereft,  by 
means  of  family  connections,  to  advance  themfeves  to  the 
bench  ? 

*  2  Salk.  417. 

■f  12.  Mod.  218.  219.  3  Salk .  225. 

J  4  Inft.  255,  H.  H.  P.  C.  649. 

§  3.  Inft.  72.  Fortefc.  Rep.  393. 

[j  4.  Inft.  255.  Fortcfc.  Rep.  393. 

2  Rich.  hi.  10.  3.  Inft.  72,  4  Inft.  255.  Fortefc.  Rep.  393* 

**  3  Black.  Com,  40S. 
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With  the  *  fine  of  800  marks  the  clockhoufe  at 
IVeftminfter  was  builded,  and  furnifhed  with  a  f  clock, 
which  continucth  to  this  day 

Hengham’s  cafe  juftice  Southcot  remembered,  when  Catlyn 
Ch.  Juft.  B.  R.  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  would 
have  ordered  a  razure  of  a  §  record  in  the  like  cale,  which 
Scuthcot  utterly  denied  to  affent  unto,  and  faid  openly  ^  in 
court,  that  he  meant  not  to  build  a  clockhoule. 

Thus  we  fee  how  very  cautious  the  judges  were  for¬ 
merly  of  rnfing  a  record ,  and  how  very  feverclv  the  Lord 
Chief  Juftice  of  the  Court  of  King’s  Bench  was  lined  for 
doing  it,  (eight  hundred  marks,  a  large  (urn  in  thole  days,) 
though  the  chief  juftice’s  offence  was  an  aft  infpired  by 
humanity  alone,  and  done  from  a  mere  motive  of  com¬ 
panion  for  a  poor  man,  who  had  been  excejjh'dy ,  and  con¬ 
sequently  illegally  fined. 

Extraft  from  the  Political  Regifter  for  July  1768. 

The  following  is  faid  to  have  been  the  conclufton  of 
Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn’s  Speech  [in  the  King’s  Benchj  in 
Mr.  Wilkes’s  caufe. 

My  Lords, 

I  have  now  done  with  my  client  and  his  caufe;  ynur 
Lordfhips  will  determine  according  to  your  wifdom.  But 
here  let  me  entreat  you  for  the  fake  of  the  fafety  of  every  Jub- 
jrfl  of  this  nation ,  that  your  Lordfhips  will  pleaje  to  fix  fine 
limits  to  the  difiretionary  power  of  ALTERING  RECORDS  ; 
that  we  may  know  for  the  future  when  we  can  be  certain  of  the 
caufe  we  arc  to  plead ;  and  that  the  Jubjebl  may  not  be  liable 
to  ruin  at  the  difircticn  of  a  judge . 

*  Which  fum  was  entered  on  the  roll.  4.  Inft.  255. 

•f-  It  hath  been  faid,  that  the  original  bell  to  the  clock  is  the  fame 
that  now  hangs  in  St.  Paul's  fteeple.  Upon  this  ftory  it  is  oblerv- 
able,  that  the  firft  introduction  of  clocks  was  not  till  100  years 
afterwards,  about  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  century.  3  black. 
Comp.  408.  in  note  (*). 

X  3  Inft.  72.  4  Inft.  255. 

$  4  Inft.  255. 
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Middleft'x'. 

In  the  KING’S  BENCH.  THE  KING 

again  ft 

JOHN  WILKES,  Efqj. 

Francis  Barlow,  of  the  Crown  Office,  in  the  Temple, 
and  William  Hughes  of  the  fame  place,  feverally  make 
oath  ;  and  firft  the  deponent  Barlow  for  himfelf  faith, 
that  on  the  eighteenth  day  of  February  laft,  he  received 
directions  from  Mr.  Wallace  or  Mr.  IVebb,  to  apply  to  a 
judge  to  get  the  information  againft  the  defendant  amend¬ 
ed,  by  ftriking  out  the  word  PURPORT  and  inferting 
in  it’s  ftead  the  word  TENOR,  that  he  this  deponent  did 
accordingly  apply  to  the  Right  Honourable  Lord  Mans¬ 
field,  and  obtained  a  fummons  to  fhew  caufe  why  it  fhould 
not  be  amended  ;  a  copy  whereof  is  hereunto  annexed  : 
and  this  deponent,  immediately  after  he  had  obtained  the 
fame,  fent  two  copies  thereof,  viz.  one  to  the  other  de¬ 
ponent,  Hughes,  who  was  clerk  in  court  for  the  defendant, 
and  the  other  copy  to  Mr.  Philips,  folicitor  for  the  faid 
defendant  ;  2nd  this  deponent  was  informed,  and  does  be¬ 
lieve,  that  fueh  copies  were  left  that  night  at  their  re- 
fpeCtive  houfes  ;  and  this  deponent  Barlow  further  fays, 
that  ir>  confequence  thereof,  he  this  deponent,  on  Mon¬ 
day  the  twentieth  day  of  the  fame  month  of  February  in 
the  morning,  attended  Lord  Mansfield  at  his  houfe,  and 
there  met  the  other  deponent,  Hughes,  and  Philips  ;  and 
this  deponent  remembers,  that  Lord  Mansfield  afked 
them  what  objection  they  had  to  fuch  an  amendment,  and 
that  they  or  one  of  them  made  anfwer,  that  they  could 
not  confent ;  and  this  deponent  remembers,  that  Lord 
Mansfield  faid  he  did  not  a/k  their  confent,  but  wanted 
to  know  what  their  objections  were,  and  afked  them  if  ic 
was  not  ufual  or  the  common  practice  to  amend  informa¬ 
tions,  or  to  that  or  the  like  effeCt,  and  that  Lord  Mans¬ 
field  mentioned  or  read  from  a  book  or  manufeript ,  which 
hisLordfliip  had  in  his  hand,  feveral  cafes  of  amendments; 
and  that  after waids  his  Lordfhip  made  an  order  to  amend 
the  information  in  this  caufe,  a  copy  of  which  order  is 
hereunto  annexed  j  and  this  deponent,  Hughes,  for  him¬ 
felf  faith,  that  he  remembers  to  have  been  ferved  with  a 
copy  of  fuch  fummons,  and  that  he  attended  Lord  Mans- 

filed 
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field  when  fuch  order. was  made  as  above  fet  forth;  and 
accordingly,  to  the  beft  of  his  remembrance  and  belief, 
what  is  above  depofed  by  the  other  deponent  Barlow 

is  true. 


Sworn  by  the  deponent  Fran 
cis  Barlow,  the  2id  of  Ja¬ 
nuary,  1765,  at  my  Cl 
bers  in  Serjeant  s-inn. 

Before  me, 


Cham- 


FRANCIS  BARLOW. 
WILLIAM  HUGHES. 

E.  WILMOT, 


Sworn  by  the  deponent  William  Hughes, 
in  the  King’s-Bench  Treafury-chamber, 
Weftminfter*hall,  the  23d  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  1705. 

E.  W  I  L  M  O  T. 


Middlefex, 

The  King 
againft 

John  Wilkes,  Efq; 
On  an  information  for 
publi fhing  a  Libel,  inti- 
tled  the  North  Briton. 


t 


Let  the  defendant's  clerk  in 
court,  agent,  attorney,  or 
folicitor,  attend  me  at  my 
houle  in  Bloomfbury-fquare, 
on  Monday,  the  20th  day  of 
February  inftant,  at  eight 
o’clock  in  the  morning,  to 
ihew  caufe  why  the  informa¬ 
tion  ’in  this  caufe  (bould  not 
be  amended  by  linking  out 
the  word  “  PURPORT” 
in  the  feveral  place?,  where  it 
is  mentioned  in  the  laid  in¬ 
formation  (except  in  the  fir  IE 
place)  and  inferting  inliead 
thereof,  the  word  44  1  L- 

NOR.”  *  . 


Dated  this  18th  day  of  February,  1764. 


M  A  N  S  F  I  E  L  D. 


N  2  Middle- 


) 


Middlefex, 

The  King 
againil 

John  Wilkes,  Efq; 

On  an  information  for1 
publishing  a  Libel,  in- 
titled  the  North  Eriton. 
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.Upon  hearing  the  clerks  in  court 
on  both  Tides,  I  do  order  that 
the  information  in  this  caufe 
be  amended,  by  ftriking  out 
the  word,  “  PURPORT” 

in  the  feveral  places  where  it 
is  mentioned  in  the  faid  infor¬ 
mation  (except  in  the  fir  ft 
place)  and  by  inferting  in- 
itcad  thereof,  the  word  u  TE¬ 
NOR.” 


Dated  this  2©th  day  of  February  1764. 

MANSFIELD. 

The  fame  alteration  was  made  in  the  caufe  refpe&inor 
the  Ejjay  on  Woman.  This  alteration  feems  trifling  in  apt 
pearance,  but  is  in  reality  of  the  utmoft  importance,  it 
totally  changed  the  nature  of  the  defence.  If  the  word 
turport  had  remained,  upon  which  Mr.  Wilkes’s  coun¬ 
sel  were  prepared  to  argue,  fcarcely  any  two  men  could 
nave  been  found,  who  would  have  agreed  in  a  verdict 
Ending  him  guilty  to  the  purport,  or  effeft  charged  in 
the  information  ;  hut  by  the  alteration  to  the  word 
tenor,  the  purport  was  not  in  queftion,  and  the  de¬ 
fence  was  changed  into  a  critical  comparifon  of  the  words 
letters,  and  figures  in  the  papers  publiihed  with  thofe  in 
the  information  filed,  for  which  no  time  was  allowed. 
1  he  caufes  were  tried  the  very  next  morning,  fo  that 
Mr.  Wilkes  s  counfel  were  deprived  of  making  the  de¬ 
fence,  for  which  they  were  prepared,  and  forced  upon  a 
defence,  which  they  had  neither  time  to  confider,  nor 
reafon  to  apprehend.  Mr.  Wilkes  himfelf  was  at  that 
time  in  another  kingdom  very  dangeroudy  ill. 


N°  4, 
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Page  9.  c<  The  Evafion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Extra#  from  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle  of  March  2,  1769. 

Di  tibi  formnm — fed  tu  corpus  eras  fine  pe&ore.  Hor. 

It  is  one  of  the  peculiar  advantages  which  this  nation 
enjoys  beyond  any  other  in  the  world,  that  an  appeal  may 
always  be  made  to  the  public  at  large,  although  refufed 
at  every  other  bar  in  the  kingdom,  and  that  while  the 
printers  of  our  Englifh  news  papers  do  their  duty,  the  body 
of  the  people  will  fcarcely  fail  of  being  well  informed  of 
every  meafure  of  administration,  which  can  affect  their 
laws  or  liberties.  I  bring  now,  Sir,  to  the  bar  of  the 
public,  an  enquiry  into  the  moft  alarming^itrack  on  the 
liberty  of  the  fubje#,  by  the  evafion  of  the  Habeas  Carpus 
Jn  the  cafe  of  Adr.  Av  ilkes,  which  has  not  yet  been  en¬ 
quired  into,  cenfured,  punifhed.  In  proof  cf  what  I  fhall 
albert,  I  tranferibe  for  your  paper  five  authentic  pieces, 
which  have  not  yet  appeared  in  print. 

It  is  remarkable  that  to  evade  the  Habeas  Corpus ,  the 
cuftody  of  Mr.  Wilkes  was  changed  no  lefs  tha i\  four 
tunes  in  half  a  day ,  as  if  it  was  a  determined  point  to  inline, 
and  make  a  mockery  of,  the  moft  important  a#  of  par¬ 
liament,  which  ever  palled  for  the  liberty  of  the  fubje#. 
On  Saturday,  April  30,  1763,  about  roon,  we  find  him 
in  the  cuftody  of  Robert  Blackmorc  and  James  Watfon 
under  the  General  lb  arrant ;  he  is  foon  carried  by  them  to 
the  fecretary  of  ftate’s,  then  he  is  in  the  cuftody  of  the 
Earls  of  Egremont  and  Halifax,  their  under  fecretaries 
Jaw  cleik,  and  folicitor  to  the  treafury;  they  transfer  him 
over  to  George  Collins  and  Thomas  Ardran  ;  and  laftlv 
Creorge  Collins  and  Thomas  Ardran  debv.cr  him  to  the 
deputy  lieutenant  of  the  Tower,  to  be  kept  a  clofc  prifoncr 
1  he  Court  of  Common  Pleas  being  fitting  at  the  time  of 
the  mellengers  feizing  Mr.  Wilkes  at  his  own  houfe  by 

the  General  IV orrant ,  application  was  diredly  made  to  that 
court  lor  the  Habeas  Corpus ,  which  was  ordered  to  ilfuc 
immediately .  Mr.  Wilkes  himfclf  informed  the  fccietaiies 

ofirh  “m'v  The  two  following  affidavits,  the  one 
o  Richard  Hopkins,  tfq;  member  for  Dartmouth,  a  clerk 
«f  the  Boaru  of  Green  Cloth,  the  other  of  John  Walfn, 
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Efq;  member  for  Worcefter,  will  prove  that  the  law  , 

counfel  to  the  fecretaries  of  ftate,  and  the  folicitor  to  the 
treafury,  knew  this,  while  Mr.  Wilkes  was  at  Lord  Ha¬ 
lifax’s  houfe.  He  was  foon  hurried  away  to  the  Tower, 
and  thus  the  firft  Habeas  Corpus ,  directed  to  Blackmore 
and  Watfon,  was  wickedly  evaded.  It  was  fcarcely  poffible 
for  the  friends  of  Mr.  Wilkes  to  ufe  more  expedition  in  a 
law  bufinefs.  The  writ  was  moved  for  at  noon,  and 
granted  immediately  ;  as  foon  as  the  office  was  opened  in 
the  afternoon,  it  was  expedited,  and  ferved  on  each  of  the 
meffengers  the  fame  evening  :  in  vain,  for  minifters  and 
lawyers  were  determined  the  fubjeCl  fhould  not  avail  him- 
felf  of  an  add  of  parliament  againft  an  add  of  power.  This 
attrocious  proceeding  remains  Hill  to  be  enquired  into,  flill 
to  be  pumfhed. 

Since  the  time  of  Charles  II.  when  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Atl  palled,  I  believe  fo  deliberate,  fo  fraudulent,  and  fo 
barefaced  an  evafion  of  it,  when  all  the  delinquents  were 
apprized  before-hand  of  their  guilt,  was  never  attempted. 

The  anfwer  of  the  two  meffengers,  Blackmore  and  Wat-  ♦ 

fon,  to  the  mod  peremptory  order  of  a  court  of  juftice  to 
bring  the  prifoucr  immediately  before  them,  together  with 
the  caufe  of  his  feizure,  was  only  that  they  bad  him  not  in 
their  cujlody ,  having  purpofely  given  him  into  that  of  an¬ 
other.  No  court  of  juftice  was  ever  before  fo  trifled  with 
by  the  low  tools  of  power,  when  the  liberty  of  an  English¬ 
man  was  at  flake.  The  law  commanded,  but  it’s  authority 
was  trampled  upon  by  the  officers  of  the  crown.  1  have 
not  heard  of  any  punifhment  on  either  of  the  meffengers, 
nor  of  the  fecretaries  of  ftate  being  fo  much  as  queftioned 
on  this  head  ;  but  I  am  fure  if  fuch  a  return  to  a  Habeas 
Corpus  is  deemed  fufficientor  fatisfaddory,  it  is  in  the  power 
of  a  minifter  of  ftate  to  feize  illegally  any  member  of  either 
houfe,  and  by  dodging  from  place  to  place,  and  fhifting 
the  cuftody  of  the  prifoner,  not  four  tunes  in  half  a  day9 
but  only  four  times  a  month,  to  imprifon  him  for  life, 
even  within  an  ifland,  which  in  vain  boafts  of  the  firm 
bulwarks  of  it’s  liberty,  and  the  protection,  which  the  laws 
afford  the  loweft  fubjeCl  againft  the  mod  powerful. 

I  (hall  only  farther  obferve,  that  thefe  two  fecretaries 
were  the  political  legacy  of  the  Earl  of  Bute  in  1763,  on 
his  nominal  abdication . 


In 
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In  the  Common  Pleas . 

The  HABEAS  CORPUS. 


'Jones.  |  George  the  third,  by  the  grace  of  God  of 
Great  Britain,  France,  and  Ireland,  King,  Defender  of  the 
Faith,  and  fo  forth,  to  Robert  Blackrnore  and  James 
Watfon,  greeting,  we  command  ye,  and  each  of  ye,  that 
ye  have  the  body  of  John  Wilkes,  E(q;  by  whatfovcr 
name,  or  addition  of  name,  he  may  be  named  or  charged 
under  your  cuftody,  taken  and  detained,  as  it  is  faid,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  day  and  caufe  of  the  taking  and  detaining 
the  faid  John  Wilkes  before  the  jullices  of  our  court  of 
Common  Bench  at  Weftminfter,  in  the  Great  Hall 
of  PI  eas,  there  immediately  alter  the  receipt  of  this  our 
writ,  to  do  and  receive  all  thofe  things,  which  the  fame 
court  fhall  then  and  there  confider  of  in  this  particular. 
Witnefs  Sir  Charles  Pratt ,  Knt.  at  Weftmin'der,  the  thir¬ 
tieth  day  of  April,  in  the  third  year  of  our  reign. 

Jpril  30,  1763.  By  rule  of  Court, 

Beard  more  by  St  anny  nought. 

EndoTed,  H.  GOULD. 

Mem.  Delivered  copy  to  Mrs.  Watfon,  and  the  ori¬ 
ginal  to  Mrs.  Blackrnore,  before  eight  o’clock. 

A.  B.  [Arthur  Beardmore.] 

■April  30,  1763. 

In  the  Common  Pleas . 

Mr.  W  A  L  S  H  ’  s  Affidavit. 

John  Walfh,  of  the  parifh  of  Saint  George,  Hanover- 
Square,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  Efquire,  maketh 
oath,  and  faith,  that  he  this  deponent  was  prefent  on  Sa¬ 
turday  laft,  in  this  honourable  court,  at  a  time  when  a  rule 
was  moved  for,  and  granted  on  behalf  of  John  Wilkes, 
Efquire,  who  was  then  in  cuftody,  for  leave  to  i Hue  out 
a  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus ,  in  order  to  bring  the  faid  John 
Wilkes  into  court,  together  with  the  caufe  of  his  deten¬ 
tion.  And  this  deponent  faith,  that  very  foon  after  this 
honourable  court  had  granted  a  rule  for  that  purpofe,  he, 
this  deponent,  went  to  the  houle  of  .the  Right  Honourable 

the 
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the  Earl  of  Halifax,  in  Great- Gcorge-ftreet,  Weftminfter* 
and  requefted  the  favour  to  fpeak  to  the  faid  John  Wilkes* 
where  he  was  at  firft  told  that  he  could  not  fpeak  to  the 
faid  John  Wilkes;  but  this  deponent  was  afterwards  in¬ 
formed  he  might  fpeak  to  the  faid  John  Wilkes  in  the 
prefence  of  Mr.  Philip  Carteret  Webb,  Solicitor  of  the 
Treafury,  and  Lovell  Stanhope*  Efq;  and  thereupon  this 
deponent  did  (in  the  prejence  and  bearing  of  the  / aid  Philip 
Carteret  li  'ebb  and  Lovell  Stanhope )  inform  the  faid  fohrt 
IV like that  this  honourable  court  had  granted  him  a  writ  of 
Habeas  Corpus. 

JOHN  WALSH. 

Sworn  May  2,  1763,  in  the  new 
Treafury  Chamber  at  Weft- 
minfter,  before  me,  H.  GOULD* 

In  the  Common  Pleas . 

Mr.  HOPKINS’S  Affidavit. 

Richard  Hopkins,  of  the  pari fh  of  Saint  George,  Ha* 
nover- Square,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  Efquire,  maketh 
oath,  and  faith,  that  loon  after  this  honourable  court  had 
on  Saturday  laft  granted  a  rule  on  behalf  of  John  Wilkes, 
Efquire,  who  was  then  in  cudody,  he,  this  deponent,  went 
with  John  Walfh,  Elquire,  to  the  houfe  of  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Earl  of  Halifax,  in  Great-George-ftreet, 
Weftminfter,  and  requefted  the  favour  to  fpeak  with  the 
faid  John  Wilkes,  where  they  were  firft  told  that  they 
could  not  fpeak  to  the  faid  John  Wilkes;  but  afterwards 
this  deponent  and  the  faid  John  Walfb,  were  informed 
that  they  might  fpeak  with  the  faid  John  Wilkes  in  the 
prefence  of  Philip  Carteret  Webb,  Efquire,  Solicitor  for 
the  Crown,  and  Lovell  Stanhope,  Efquire;  and  thereupon 
the  faid  John  Walfh  did  (in  the  prefence  and  hearing  of  the 
faid  Philip  Carteret  Webb ,  Lovell  Stanhope ,  and  of  this  de¬ 
ponent  )  inform  the  faid  fohn  Wilkes ,  that  this  honourable  court 
had  granted  him  a  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus. 

RICHARD  HOPKINS. 

Sworn  May  2,  1763,  in  the  new 
Treafury  Chamber  at  Weft- 
minfter,  before  me, 


H.  GOULD. 
Charles 


[  9;  ] 

Ch  arles  Earl  of  Egremont,  and  George  Dunk  Earl  df 
Halifax,  Lords  of  his  Majefty’s  moft  honourable 
Privy  Council,  and  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  Sec, 

Thefe  are,  in  his  Majefty’s  name,  to  authorife  and  re¬ 
quire  you  to  deliver  into  the  cuftody  of  the  Conftable  of 
the  Tower  df  London,  the  body  of  John  Wilkes,  Efq  ; 
for,  which  this  fhall  be  your  warrant.  Given  under  our 
hands  ahd  feals  this  thirtieth  day  of  April,  1763. 

EGREMONT.  (L.  S.) 
DUNK  HALIFAX.  (L.  S.) 

To  George  Collins,  and  Thomas 

Ardran,  two  of  his  Majefty’s  Mef- 

fengers  in  Ordinary. 

Received  this  30th  day  of  April,  1763,  of  Mr.  George 
Coll  ins  and  Mr.  Thomas  Ardran,  two  of  his  Majefty’s 
Meftengers,  the  body  of  John  Wilkes,  Efq;  committed 
to  the  Power  by  the  Right  Honourable  the  Earls  of  Egre- 
mont  and  Halifax. 

Tgw&.  CHARLES  RAINSFORD* 

Deputy  Liiui'enant . 

Extrad  from  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle  of  Dec.  29,  1768* 
The  Affidavit  of  John  Gardiner,  Efq; 

London. ,  to  wit . 

John  Gardiner,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Efq;  fearrifter  at 
Law,  maketh  oath  and  faith,  that  about  twelve  or  one 
o’clock  in  the  forenoon,  on  Saturday  the  thirtieth  day  of 
April,  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  fixty-three  ;  he, 
this  deponent  (being  in  Weftminfter-Hall)  heard  that  a 
motion  was  then  making  in  his  Majefty’s  Court  of  Com- 
mon'Pleas,  for  an  Habeas  Corpus  to  bring  up  the  body  of 
John  Wilkes,  Efq;  who,  as  this  depohent  was  then  in¬ 
formed,^  was  a  prifoner  in  the  cuftody  of  fome  of  his 
Majefty’s  meftengers  in  ordinary  ;  and  this  deponent  faith 
that  he,  immediately  upon  receiving  fuch  information, 
Went  into  the  Paid  Court  of  Common  Pleas  in  order  to  fee 
ute  e\  ent  of  the  laid  motion.  And  this  deponent  furrher 

O  faith 


\ 


[  9*  3 

faith,  that  as  foon  as  the  faid  court  had  ordered  the  faij 
writ  of  Habeas  Corpus  to  iffue,  this  Deponent  went  to  the 
Houfe  of  the  faid  John  Wilkes,  Efq;  in  Great  George- 
Strcet,  Weftminfter,  at  the  door  of  which  houfe  this  de¬ 
ponent  faw  feveral  gentlemen  (friends  ot  the  faid  John 
Wilkes,  as  this  deponent  then  underflood  and  believed)-' 
who  informed  this  deponent  that  they  could  not  gain  any 
admifiion  into  the  faid  houfe  ;  and  further  told  this  depo¬ 
nent  that  the  King’s  meffengers  were  in  pofTeflion  of  the 
faid  houfe  and  kept  the  door  thereof:  whereupon  this  de¬ 
ponent  went  up  to  the  door  of  the  faid  houfe  and  knocked 
at  the  fame,  which  was  foon  opened,  and  kept  a  little 
way  open,  by  fome  perfon  or  perfons  from  within.  This 
deponent  then  afked  Mr.  Wilkes’s  fervant,  who  appeared 
through  the  faid  opening  of  the  faid  door,  whether  his 
matter  was  within  ?  Such  fervant  returned  for  anfwer,. 
that  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes  was  not,  and  added,  that  the 
faid  Mr,  Wilkes  had  been  carried  to,  and  then  was  at 
Lord  Halifax’s.  This  deponent  then  afked  the  faid  fer¬ 
vant  to  let  this  deponent  into  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes’s  houfe  j 
to  which  the  faid  fervant  made  anfwer,  that  it  was  not  in 
his  power,  for  that  the  mefiengers  were  in  polTefTion  of 
the  door.  This  deponent  then  defired  to  fee  fuch  mel- 
lengers:  upon  which  one  of  the  faid  mefiengers  (whole 
name  was  Blackrfiore,  as  this  deponent  believes)  came 
in  fight.  This  deponent  then  afked  the  faid  meflenger, 
by  what  authority  he  kept  Mr.  Wilkes’s  friends  out  of 
his  houfe?  Such  meflenger  made  anfwer,  that  he  acled 
by  virtue  or  under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  or  Secre¬ 
taries  of  State,  or  ufed  words  to  that  or  the  like  purport 
or  effed.  This  deponent  then  defired  fuch  meflenger  to 
fliew  his  authority,  or  produce  the  orders  of  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  State  ;  which  fuch  meflenger  refufing  to  pro¬ 
duce,  this  deponent  then  turned  his  difeourfe  to  the  afore- 
faid  fervant  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  and  afked  him  if  his  mafter 
had  given  any  orders  to  keep  his  friends  out  of  his  houfe  ? 
Such  fervant  replied,  his  mafter  had  given  no  fuch  orders  5 
whereupon  this  deponent  turned  round  to  the  aforefaid 
gentlemen,  whom  he  found  at  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes  3 
door  as  aforefaid,  and  defired  them  to  follow  him,  and 
With  one  ,pufn  or  .(hove  opened  the  faid  door,  and  got 
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ifcto  the  faid  houfe,  and  went  with  all  the  faid  gentlemen 
into  the  front  parlour  of  the  faid  houle  (among  the  faid 
gentlemen  were,  to  the  beft  of  this  deponent’s  belief  and 
■recollection,  Mr.  Townfend,  Mr.  Walfh,  Mr.  Hopkins, 
Mr.  Cotes,  Mr  Philips,  and  feveral  others)  :  this  depo¬ 
nent  then  talked  with  the  faid  melTengers,  and  told  them 
that  he,  this  deponent,  thought  they  had  nCted  in  a  mod: 
illegal  and  unjuflifiable  manner,  and  that  he,  this  depo¬ 
nent,  apprehended  they  would  be  feverely  punifhed  for 
fuch  an  outrage  upon  the  laws  of  their  country.  Soon 
after  Mr.  Wood,  ( who,  as  this  deponent  was  informed  and 
believes,  was  then  Deputy  Secretary  of  State)  came  into 
the  faid  parlour  of  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes's  houfe,  and  im¬ 
mediately  interrogated  the  faid  melTengers,  (in  a  palTionate 
tone  of  voice  as  this  deponent  apprehended)  Who  had 
fent  for  him  ?  Which  quehion  the  faid  me  (Tenge  rs  no: 
immediately  anfwering,  the  fame  Mr.  Wood  repeated  the 
fame  once  again  or  more.  Some  of  the  melTengers  then 
faid,  ^hey  had  all  fent  for  him,  for  that  thofe  gentlemen 
(meaning,  as  this  deponent  believes,  this  deponent  and  the 
faid  other  friends  of  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes)  would  force 
their  way  into  the  houfe.  'I 'he  laid  Mr.  Wood  then 
afked,  (in  the  fame  haughty  tone  of  voice)  Who  was  the 
perl'on  that  would  force  his  way,  or  would  come  in  r  or 
ufed  words  to  that  or  the  like  purport  or  efFeCt.  This 
deponent  made  anfwcr,  and  declared  that  he  was  one  of 
the  perfons  that  would  come  into  the  faid  houfe,  but  that 
he  knew  of  no  force  by  himfelf  or  the  faid  friends  of  Mr. 
Wilkes,  or  uled  words  to  that  or  the  like  efTeCt  ;  and  all 
or  moft  of  the  faid  gentlemen,  who  were  friends  of  the 
faid  Mr.  Wilkes,  joined  in  the  faid  declaration.  Soon 
after  this  one  Philip  Carteret  Webb  made  his  appearance 
in  the  faid  houfe,  and  entered  into  feme  private  difcourld 
with  the  faid  Mr.  Wood  ;  after  which,  to  the  heft  of  this 
deponent's  rccolle&ion  as  to  point  of  time,  the  Right 
Honourable  Karl  Temple  came  into  the  faid  parlour, 
when  fome  difeourfe  pafTed  between  the  faid  Earl  and 
the  faid  Mr.  Wood,  and  the  faid  Mr.  Webb,  and  after  a 
good  deal  of  altercation  between  the  faid  Mr.  Wood,  and 
the  faid  Mr.  Webb,  and  the  faid  friends  of  the  faid 
Mr.  Wilkes*  the  laid  Mr.  Wood  and  Mr.  Webb  (who 
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feerped  to  take  upon  themfelves  the  foie  dire&ion  and  1 

difpofition  of  the  laid  Mr.  Wilkes’s  houfe,  and  of  every 
thing  therein)  afked  the  faid  Earl  if  he  choofed  to  attend 
the  officers  or  meflengers  while  they  were  fealing  up  all  the 
faid  Mr.  Wilkes’s  papers?  which  the  faid  Earl  t lien  re- 
fufed.  The  faid  Mr.  Wood  and  Mr.  Webb  then  made 
the  fame  offer  to  this  deponent,  and  to  the  other  friends 
of  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes.  Soon  after  this  deponent  quit¬ 
ted  the  houfe  of  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes,  and  went  with 
Mr.  Beardmore  (the  folicitor  of  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes)  to 
the  Tower  of  London,  where  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes  had 
been  juft  committed  a  prifoncr,  as  this  deponent  had  been 
informed  ;  and  this  deponent  there  applied  to  Major 
Rainsford,  who  then  commanded  in  the  faid  Tower,  and 
defirtd  to  be  admitted  to  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes,  in  order 
to  confult  with  the  faid  Adr,  JVilkes ,  and  fix  upon  a 
legal  mode  or  plan  for  bis  enlargement  ;  but  the  faid  Major 
.Rainsford  then  acquainted  this  deponent,  that  he  had  re¬ 
ceived  orders  from  the  Secretaries  of  State  not  to  admit  any 
perfon  whatever  to  fpeak  with,  or  fee  the  faid  Mr. 

Wilkes ;  and  further  informed  this  deponent  that  he  (the 
faid  Major  Rainsford)  had  juft  before  refufed  Lord  Temple 
the  like  admittance  to  the  faid  John  Wilkes  ;  and  this 
deponent  further  faith,  that,  to  the  beft  of  this  deponent’s 
recollection  and  belief,  the  faid  Major  Rainsford  de¬ 
manded  of  this  deponent  his  name,  and  informed  this  de¬ 
ponent  that  he  had  orders  to  take  down  the  names  of  all 
perfons  who  fhould  apply  for  admittance  to  the  faid  Mr. 

Wilkes.  And  this  deponent  upon  his  oath  aforefaid, 
further  faith,  that  between  the  hours  of  twelve  and  one,  on 
Sunday  May  the  firft,  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and 
fixty-three,  he,  this  deponent,  called  again  upon  the  faid 
Major  Rainsford,  and  again  defired  the  faid  Major  Rains¬ 
ford  to  admit  him,  this  deponent,  to  fee  and  confult  with 
the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes ;  but  the  faid  Major  Rainsford  then 
again  refufed  this  deponent,  as  he  did  foon  after  feveral 
noblemen  and  gentlemen,  and  Mr.  Heaton  Wilkes  (the 
brother  of  the  faid  John  Wilkes)  who  all  applied  to  the 
faid  Major  Rainsford  for  a  like  admittance  to  the  faid  John 
Wilkes  in  the  prefence  of  this  deponent.  The  faid  Mr. 

Webb  (who  appeared  to  be,  and  was,  as  this  deponent  be- 
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believes,  a  director  and  advifer  in  all  the  proceedings  againft 
the  (aid  John  Wilkes)  then  being  prefent  in  the  (aid  Major 
Rainsford’s  room,  this  deponent  applied  to  the  faid  Mr. 
Webb  for  admittance  to  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes.  The  faid 
Mr.  Webb  thereupon  defired  the  faid  Major  Rainsford  to 
permit  this  deponent  to  fee  and  converfe  with  the  faid  Mr. 
Wilkes.  The  faid  Major  Rainsford  anfwered,  his  orders 
were  to  admit  no  perfon  to  Mr.  Wilkes,  and  that  he  could 
pot  comply  with  what  the  faid  Mr.  Webb  had  requeued, 
or  ufed  words  to  that  or  the  like  purpoit  and  effect.  The 
faid  Mr.  Webb  then  replied,  that  it  could  not  be  the  in¬ 
tentions  of  the  Secretaries  of  State  to  keep  the  faid  Mr. 
Wilkes  fo  clofe  a  prifoner,  and  again  defired  the  faid  Major 
Rainsford  to  admit  this  deponent  to  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes, 
and  added,  that  he  (the  faid  Mr.  Webb)  would  indem¬ 
nify  him  (meaning  the  faid  Major  Rainsford);  to  which 
the  faid  Major  Rainsford  then  further  anfwered,  that  he 
could  not  comply  with  the  faid  Mr.  Webb’s  requelf,  nor 
would  he  break  or  difobey  orders,  or  ufed  words  to  that 
or  the  like  purport  and  effed:.  The  faid  Adr.  Webb  then 
faid,  that  if  either  of  the  Secretaries  of  Slate  were  in 
town,  he  would  apply  to  them  and  obtain  an  order  to  ad¬ 
mit  this  deponent  to  the  laid  Mr.  Wilkes,  and  that  he 
would  either  fend  or  bring  fuch  order  tor  fuch  admittance 
in  the  afternoon.  This  deponent,  confiding  in  the  fan! 
promife  of  the  faid  Mr.  Webb,  went  again  to  the  faid 
Tower  between  eight  and  nine  o’clock  of  the  fame  firff 
of  May,  and  again  applied  to  the  laid  Major  Rainsford 
for  fuch  admittance,  but  was  again  refuted  admittance  by 
the  faid  Major,  who  then  informed  this  deponent  that  he 
had  not  received  any  orders  from  the  Secretaries  of  State, 
nor  had  he  heard  any  thing  from  the  faid  Mr.  Webb. 
And  this  deponent  farther  faith,  that  he,  this  deponent, 
on  Monday  the  fecond  of  May,  between  the  hours  of  two 
and  three  o’clock  in  the  afternoon,  again  applied  to  the 
faid  Major  Rainsford  for  admittance  to  the  faid  John 
Wilkes,  but  was  again  denied  fuch  admittance  by  the  faid 
Major  Rainsford.  And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that 
he  has  been  ready  and  willing  to  teftify  all  the  fadls 
aforefaid,  before  the  Honourable  Houfe  of  Commons,  but 
that  the  order  for  the  attendance  of  this  deponent  before 

the 


i 


V 


[  102  ] 

the  laid  Honourable  Houfe  being  further  adjourned  or  en- 
larged  to  the  27th  day  of  January  next,  this  deponent 
cannot  then  attend  the  faid  houfe,  as  he,  this  deponent, 
had  taken  his  paflage  for  the  Wcft-'Indies,  before  he, 
this  deponent,  was  ferved  with  any  order  to  attend  the 
faid  Honourable  Houfe. 

J.  GARDINER. 

Sworn  at  the  Manfion-Houfe,  in  the  City  of  London, 
this  17th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  1768,  be¬ 
fore  me, 

SAMUEL  TURNER,  Mayor. 

N°  5. 

Page  q.  “  The  breach  of  privilege  by  ferving  a  mem- 
cc  ber  of  parliament  with  a  fubpoena,'1 

Extract  from  the  Trial  of  the  Seven  Bifhops.  State- 
Trials,  vol.  iii.  page  738.  \ 

Sir  Robert  Sawver. 

•/ 

There  is  another  thing  we  have  to  fay  to  this  warrant, 

(for  1  am  making  objections  again!!  the  validity  of  this 
commitment)  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was  any  oath  made , 
and  therefore  the  court  mujl  adjudge  that  there  was  no  oath 
made,  and  then  no  man  ought  without  an  oath  to  be  committed y 
much  lefs  a  peer;  but  that  which  we  chiefly  rely  upon, 
is,  that  my  Lords  ought  not  to  have  been  committed  for 
this,  which  is  but  a  mifdemeanour  at  molt :  and  if  they 
life  it  as  proeefs  to  bring  my  Lords  the  Bifloops  to  anfwer 
an  information,  we  fay,  by  law  no  fuch  proeefs  can  be  taken 
out  againft  the  perfons  of  peers  for  bare  mifdemeanours. 

3  do  agree,  that  for  felony,  treafon,  or  furety  of  the  peace,> 
the  perfons  of  peers  may  be  committed  ;  and  that  which 
is  called  furety  of  the  peace  in  our  books,  Mr.  Solicitor 
knows  very  well,  in  fome  of  the  rolls  of  parliament,  is 
called  breach  of  the  peace,  but  it  is  all  one;  and  the  mean¬ 
ing  in  f’nort  is,  that  it  is  fuch  a  breach  of  the  peace  as 
tor  which  a  man  by  law  may  be  obliged  to  find  fureties  for  V 

the  peace,  If  it  fhould  mean  a  breach  of  the  peace  by 
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implication,  as  all  trefpafles  and  mifdemeanours  arc  faid  tCf 
be  contra  pacem  in  the  indictment  or  information,  then  ic 
were  a  fimple  thing  to  enumerate  the  cafes  wherein  pri¬ 
vilege  did  not  lie  ;  for  there  could  be  no  information 
whatfoever,  but  mutt  be  contra  pacem,  and  fo  there  could 
be  no  fuch  thing  as  privilege  at  all  :  and  befides,  we  fay, 
the  very  courfe  of  this  court  is  contrary  to  what  they 
would  have;  for  in  the  cafe  of  a  peer  for  a  mifdemeanour, 
you  go  firlt  by  fummons,  and  then  you  do  not  take  out  a 
capias  as  againft  a  common  perfon,  but  the  next  procefs  is 
a  dijhingas ,  and  fo  ad  infinitum  ;  and  I  do  appeal  to  them 
on  the  other  fide,  and  challenge  them  to  fhew  any  one 
precedent,  when  a  peer  was  brought  thus  into  court,  to  be 
charged  with  an  information,  without  it  were  in  the  cafe 
of  an  apparent  breach  of  the  peace,  for  he  muff  be  charged 
in  cuftody,  and  there  mud  be  a  comjnittitur  to  the  marfhal, 
to  intitle  the  court  to  proceed.  Your  lordfhips  will  find  very 
few  precedents  of  cafes  of  this  nature  about  common  per¬ 
sons,  for  till  within  thefe  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  there 
was  no  fuch  thing  ever  done  againft  a  common  perfon; 
but  this  was  the  rule ;  firfl  there  went  out  a  fubp<vnay  and 
then  an  attachment,  and  when  the  party  was  taken  upon 
the  attachment,  he  is  taken  to  come  in  upon  procefs,  and 
then  the  court  would  charge  him  prefently,  but  if  he  did 
appear  upon  the  fummons,  they  would  not  charge  him, 
but  he  had  time  to  take  a  copy  of  the  information,  and  an 
imparlance  of  courfe,  till  the  next  term,  before  he  could 
be  compelled  to  plead.  But  in  the  cafe  of  a  peer ,  there 
never  was  any  fuch  precedent ,  as  the  attaching  his  perfon,  but 
only  a  fummons  and  diflrefs ;  and  1  would  be  glad  the  KING's 
council  would  fhew  that  ever  there  was  any  fuch  procefs  taken 
out  againjl  the  perfon  of  a  peer ,  for  a  mere  mi / demeanour* 
IVly  lord,  ’tis  plain  what  breach  of  the  peace  means  in 
every  information,  and  I  only  fpeak  this  to  acquaint  the 
court  how  the  conitam  proceedings  in  all  thefe  cafes  have 
been.  I  hole  informations  were  anciently  more  frequent 
in  the  Star-Chamber  ;  and  what  was  the  procefs  there  ? 
not  the  common  procefs  of  a  Jubpacna ,  that  was  not  the 
courfe  there;  but  the  procefs  was  a  letter  from  the  Chan¬ 
cellor,  that  if  the  party  upon  that  letter  did  not  appear, 
m  a  common  cafe,  there  went  out  an  attachment;  but  in 
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»  peer’s  cafe,  never;  and  fo  it  appears  by  Compton's  ju- 
rifditlion  of  Courts.  Tit.  Star-Chamber  33.  This  appears 
like  wife  by  the  proceedings  in  Chancery  again  ft  the  peers, 
till  the  queen’s  time  they  did  not  fo  much  as  take  out  art 
attachment  after  default  upon  a  Jubpcena ,  but  they  would 
then  in  the  queen’s  time  be  fo  bold  as  to  take  otic  an  at¬ 
tachment  againft  a  lord  for  not  appearing;  but  that 
courfe  was  condemned  as  illegal ;  fo  we  find  in  my  Lord 
Dyer . 

In  Sir  Simonas  D’Eives's  Journal  we  find,  that  a  Subpoena 
h  not  to  be  ferved  on  a  Member,  pages  347;  348,  553, 
554,  637,  that  punifhment  was  infli&cd  on  a  perfon  for 
lerving  a  Subpoena ,  page  373,  and  that  two  Members  were 
lent  to  the  Lord  Iveeper  to  have  a  Subpoena  revoked;  554. 
Edition  of  1693.  London,  folio. 

N6  6. 

Page  it.  “  A  1th o’  what  he  (Michael  Curry)  faiol 
there  (at  the  Bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons)  is  a  good 
*6  deal  foftened,  from  what  he  fwore  at  the  Manfiorf- 
Houfe,  on  the  third  of  Auguft  preceding,  before  he 
had  been  foftened  himfelf.” 

The  Affidavit  of  Michael  Curry. 

Michael  Curry,  of  St.  Peter’s  Mancroft  in  the  city  of 
Norwich,  printer,  maketh  oath  and  faith,  that  in  the 
month  of  May  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  fixty- 
three,  he  was  hired  by  John  Wilkes,  Efq;  of  Great 
George-ftreet,  Weftminfter,  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five 
Shillings  per  week;  that  he  lived  in  the  houfe  of  the  laid 
Mr.  Wilkes,  was  boarded  and  regularly  lodged  there;  that 
he  was  employed  by  the  laid  Mr.  Wilkes  in  feveral 
things  about  his  private  prefs ;  that  the  faid  Mr. 
Wilkes  employed  this  deponent  to  compofe  and  print 
part  of  a  poem,  entitled,  An  Ejjay  on  Woman  ;  that  the 
faid  Mr.  Wilkes  gave  this  deponent  the  Jlri ft ejl  charge  to 
keep  it  fee  ret ,  and  to  fuffer  no  perfon  whatever  to  fee  the 
faid  poem  ;  that  the  laid  Mr.  Wilkes  ordered  this  depo¬ 
nent  to  work  off  only  twelve  copies ,  which  w’ere  all  to 
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be  delivered,  and  were  actually  given  to  the  faid  Mr. 
Wilkes  himfelf,  but  that  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
faid  Mr.  Wilkes  this  deponent  worked  off  another  copy 
for  himfelf ;  that  from  the  careleffnefs  of  this  deponent 
four  pages  only  of  the  faid  poem  came  into  the  hands  of 
one  Jennings,  who  likewife  worked  at  the  faid  Mr. 
Wilkes’s ;  that  by  the  means  of  this  Jennings  it  was  fhewn 
to  Mr.  Farmer,  Mr.  Faden,  and  the  Rev.  Mr.  Kidgell  ; 
that  the  Tirft  application  made  to  this  deponent  was  by 
Farmer,  who  came,  as  he  pretended,  on  his  own  curiofity, 
to  fee  the  reft  of  the  poem  called,  An  EJfay  on  IVotnan ,  hav¬ 
ing  feen  fome  part  of  it  in  the  hands  of  Jennings,  which 
Jennings,  he  faid,  told  him  he  had  from  the  houfe  of  the 
faid  Air.  Wilkes;  that  this  deponent  would  not  then  (hew 
Farmer  any  thing  ;  that  a  few  nights  after  Farmer  called 
again  on  this  deponent ;  that  they  retired  to  Saint  John’s 
Gate  coffee-houfe;  that  Farmer  repeated  he  had  fome  parts 
in  black;  that  this  deponent  then  faid  to  Farmer,  that  no 
poetry  had  been  done  in  black  at  the  faid  Mr.  Wilkes’s, 
and  therefore  Jennings  mult  have  come  by  thofe  verfes 
at  fome  other  houfe,  the  parts  of  the  EJfay  on  IVoman  being 
in  red,  which  this  deponent  faid  to  evaoe,  altho’  the  proofs 
were  in  black  ;  that  Farmer  told  this  deponent  he  wanted 
it  to  oblige  a  Roman  Catholick  gentleman,  and  that  he 
would  give  two  guineas  or  any  thing  to  get  it;  that  he 
actually  laid  down  two  guineas,  which  this  deponent  re- 
fufed,  and  told  Farmer  that  he  was  not  upon  an  honefl 
defign  ;  that  he  could  not  conceive  for  what  reafon  a  Ro¬ 
man  Catholick  gentleman  particularly  fhould  offer  two 
guineas,  or  any  fum,  for  what  Farmer  muff  know  was  not 
from  the  quantity  worth  fix-pence;  that  this  deponent 
then  paid  for  the  pint  of  beer  before  him,  telling  Farmer 
that  if  he  would  call  the  Sunday  morning  following  this 
deponent  would  fpeak  to  the  purpofe,  and  then  quitted  the 
houfe  ;  that  this  deponent  then  difeovered  the  affair  to  a 
friend,  and  when  Farmer  came  to  this  deponent  on  the 
Sunday,  this  deponent  told  him  that  he  had  deftroyed  the 
copy,  and  that  he  hoped  that  would  end  any  further  vifit 
on  that  head  ;  that  the  next  day  this  deponent  waited  on 
Mr.  Churchill ;  that  this  deponent  afked  him  if  any  harm 
could  come  to  Mr.  Wilkes,  or  this  deponent,  for  the  EJfay 
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on  Woman  \  that  Mr.  Churchill  faid  thrre  could  not,  hut 
f  r  any  thing  the  people  in  power  could  do,  they  might  be 
damn’d  ;  that  however  he  would  write  to  Mr.  Wilkes, 
who  was  then  in  France;  that  the  next  application  was 
by  HafTell,  the  overfecr  of  Mr.  Faden,  who  defired  this 
deponent  would  go  to  the  Globe  Tavern,  as  Mr.  Faden 
wanted  to  fpeak  to  this  deponent  on  fome  bufinefs  ;  that 
this  deponent  accordingly  went  ;  that  when  Faden  and 
this  deponent  were  alone,  Faden  informed  him,  that  Far- 
met  had  given  him  a  few  pages  of  an  EJfay  on  Woman ,  which 
the  faid  Faden  had  (hewn  to  a  clergyman,  and  that  clergy¬ 
man  to  a  nobleman,  and  that  if  this  deponent  would  oblige 
him  with  a  copy  of  the  whole  for  that  nobleman,  he  would 
be  this  deponent’s  friend,  and  was  pofitive,  that  the  per  - 
Jon,  as  he  zvas  in  power ,  would  make  an  ample  provifion 
for  him  this  deponent ;  that  this  deponent  pretended  igno¬ 
rance  of  the  whole  at  this  meeting;  that  another  meeting 
was  focn  after  had  with  the  faid  Faden  at  the  faid  Globe 
Tavern  ;  that  the  faid  Faden  promifed  this  deponent  he 
fhould  be  taken  care  of,  and  if  he  wTould  give  the  faid  Fa¬ 
den  a  copy  of  the  EJfay  on  Woman ,  this  deponent  might 
have  any  fum  he  named,  or  any  place  he  fhould  name, 
which  it  was  in  their  power  to  get  ;  that  feveral  other 
meetings  were  had  between  the  faid  Faden  and  this  depo¬ 
nent  ;  that  the  fame  offers  were  repeated,  and  ten,  twenty, 
a  hundred  guineas,  or  any  fum,  would  be  given  as  a  fecu- 
rity  that  the  copy  fhould  he  returned;  that  Mr.  Wilkes 
was  all  this  time  in  France;  that  there  was  a  flrong  re¬ 
port  that  Mr.  Wilkes  intended  to  profecute  this  deponent 
for  felony ,  in  having  Jlolen  a  copy  of  the  EJfay  on  Woman ; 
that  this  deponent  applied  to  lee  Mr.  Wilkes  on  his  re¬ 
turn  from  France,  and  was  refufed  by  his  fervant ;  that 
foon  after  the  applications  to  this  deponent  were  renewed 
bv  the  faid  Faden  and  the  faid  HafTell;  that  he  was  defired 
to  name  any  fum  ;  that  he  might  depend  on  being  fup- 
ported  from  any  injury  he  might  apprehend,  and  firmh 
lely  on  being  protected  by  thofe  in  power ;  that  otherwife  * 
he  might  be  profecuted  for  having  printed  the  copy  ;  that 
afterwards  the  reports  of  this  deponent’s  being  to  be  pro¬ 
fecuted  by  Mr.  Wilkes  for  felony  gaining  ground,  this  de¬ 
ponent  in  a  paflion  went  to  the  faid  Globe  Tavern,  lent 

for 
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for  the  faid  Faden,  and  gave  him  the  copy,  faying,  he 
hoped  he  fhould  be  taken  care  of,  as  he  found  he  was  not 
fafe  either  in  keeping  or  deftroying  the  copy;  that  the  faid 
Faden  then  gave  him  five  guineas  as  a  fecurity  to  return 
•him  the  copy,  and  promifed  him  protection;  that  this  de¬ 
ponent  went  with  the  faid  Faden  on  the  fame  evening  to 
the  houfe  of  Philip  Carter et  IVebb,  Efq;  Solicitor  of  the 
*Treafury,  in  Great  Queen-ff reer,  where  was  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Kidgel  ;  that  the  faid  IVebb  bid  this  deponent  be  eafy, 
for  that  he  fhould  be  provided  for  ;  that  this  deponent 
afterwards  for  feveral  weeks  lodged  and  boarded  in  the  (aid 
IVebb' s  houfe;  that  this  deponent  was  often  told  by  the 
faid  Webb  that  government  would  take  ca*e  of  him,  if  he 
would  give  evidence  on  the  trials  again  ft  Air.  IVtlkis  ;  that 
he  muff  remain  ffaunch,  and  that  directions ,  as  to  what 
this  deponent  fhould  fay  on  the  trials  were  given  him  by 
the  faid  IVtbb  ;  that  a  few  days  before  the  meeting  of  the 
parliament,  the  faid  IVebb  bid  the  faid  Faden  take  this  de¬ 
ponent  out  of  town  ;  that  accordingly  the  faid  Faden  and 
this  deponent  went  firfl:  to  Hounflow,  then  to  Hampton- 
Court,  and  afterwards  to  Knightfbridge,  till  the  morning 
the  houfe  fat,  when  they  went  to  the  Horn  Tavern  in 
Weflminfter,  where  were  the  faid  IVebb  and  the  faid  Kidgell , 
and  from  then.ce  to  give  evidence  before  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  ;  that  the  faid  IVebb  a  few’  days  afterwards  carried 
this  deponent  to  the  Earl  of  Sandwich,  who  was  then  Se¬ 
cretary  of  State  ;  that  his  lordfhip  faid  to  this  deponent, 
Tou  have  favecl  the  nation ,  and  you  may  depend  on  any 
thing  that  is  in  my  power  ;  that  this  deponent  faid  lie  was 
without  money,  to  which  his  lordfhip  replied,  he  muft 
not  hear  that;  that  the  (aid  IVebb  added  you  had  no  occa- 
fton  to  mention  that  ;  that  at  the  bottom  of  his  lord fh i p's 
Pairs,  the  faid  IVebb  ordered  this  deponent  to  go  to  Mr. 
Carrington,  one  of  the  king's  mefiengers  ;  that  this  de¬ 
ponent  accordingly  went  to  the  faid  Carrington’s,  who 
gave  him  a  guinea  and  an  half,  for  which  this  deponent 
gave  a  receipt  in  thefe  words,  for  JubfiJlance,  for  which  l 
Jhall  be  accountable,  or  to  that  effect ;  that  the  fame  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  guinea  and  an  half  was  continued  for  about 
twenty-five  weeks  by  the  faid  Carrington  ;  that  the  faid 
Carrington  faid  the  reafon  why  he  took  receipts  was,  that 

P  2  he 


[  io8  ] 

he  was  anfwerable  to  the  government  for  that  money;  * 

that  this  deponent  was  allured  by  the  (aid  Webb ,  from  time 
to  time,  that  he  Ihould  be  amply  provided  for,  that  this  de¬ 
ponent  was  afterwards  employed  by  the  faid  Webb  to  com- 
promife  the  verdidts  with  the  other  printers,  which  this  de- 
ponent  did  for  the  other  printers  at  the  fum  of  one  hundred 
and  twenty  pounds  each;  that  this  deponent  had  received 
nothing  from  the  faid  Carrington  for  fome  time  before  the 
verdidfs  were  compromifed  ;  that  he  received  for  his  own 
fhare  two  hundred  thirty-three  pounds  fix  (hillings  and 
eight-pence,  which  the  faid  Webb  declared  was  for  the 
trouble  and  fatisfattion  for  what  had  been  done  ;  that  then 
this  deponent  finding  no  more  money  coming  from  the  faid 
Carrington,  and  his  life  being  made  very  uneafy  at  London , 
retired  into  the  north. 

MICHAEL  CURRY. 

Sworn  at  the  Manfion-Houfe, 
in  London,  the  3d  of  Augulf, 

'  1768,  before 

THOMAS  HARLEY,  Mayor. 

N°  7. 

Page  13.  <c  During  all  thefe  proceedings  you  con- 
<c  tinued  at  the  head  of  the  Treafury,  Webb  was  your 

Solicitor.” 

Extradf  from  the  North  Briton  of  Aug.  26,  1769. 

Mari  them ,  and  let  their  names  recorded  Jiand 

On  Shamed  black  roll,  and JUnk  thro''  all  the  land.  Churchill. 

In  the  year  1763  Philip  Carteret  Webb ,  Efq;  in  the 
height  of  minifterial  favour,  public  odium,  and  private  in¬ 
famy,  was  employed  by  a  defpotic  adminiftration  as  Soli* 
citor  to  the  Treafury.  He  had  full  powers,  and  very  ample 
grants,  to  carry  on  profecutions  againft  the  friends  of  li¬ 
berty,  to  procure  evidence,  to  corrupt  witneffes,  and  iq 
every  poflible  way  to  diftrefs  and  harrafs  all,  who  dared  to 
oppofe  the  three  Vtce-roys  of  the  Thane .  It  muft  be  ac¬ 
knowledged  that  he  was  no  lefs  fuccefsful  than  indefatiga-  v 

ble  in  all  the  various  arts  of  chicane,  corruption,  and 
treachery.  He  firft  advifed  the  illegal  mode  of  proceed¬ 
ing 
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ing  againft  the  North  Britony  the  iffuing  of  a  General 
Warrant ,  and  the  Seizure  of  Papers ,  or  a  warrant  againft 
the  perfonal  liberty  of  every  man  in  the  ifland,  and  all  his 
mod  important,  fecret,  and  valuable  pofle/Tions,  which  by 
a  fecond  violation  of  our  laws  v/cre  at  the  mercy  of  the 
loweft  tools  of  adminiftration,  the  King's  Meffengers ,  to 
whom  without  the  fanddion  of  an  oath,  the  judicial  as 
well  as  the  executive  power  was  delegated.  A  General 
Warrant  is  indeed  in  every  view  a  monfter  of  abfurdity 
and  cruelty.  It  reminds  me  of  the  impious  wifh  of  Cali- 
gula ,  that  the  Roman  people  had  but  one  neck ,  that  he  might 
have  a  Jlroke  at  the  whole  body  together.  'The  Solicitor  al¬ 
ways  found  in  the  Earls  of  Egremont  and  Halifaxy  two 
Secretaries  eager  to  fignalize  their  obedience  to  the  orders 
of  their  common  mailer,  the  arbitrary  Scoty  which  were 
frequently  fent  to  them  by  his  Treafury  agent.  At  his  firft 
requeft  the  General  Warrant  iflued.  Mr.  Wilkes,  and 
many  other  perfons,  were  foon  apprehended,  but  he  alone 
immediately  undertook,  at  an  amazing  expence,  to  bring 
the  whole  of  thofe  illegal  proceedings  before  a  fovereign 
court  of  juftice,  and  to  refcue  the  nation  from  the  iron  rod 
of  minifterial  oppreflion,  under  which  we  had  fo  long 
fuffered.  A  number  of  mean  and  profligate  knaves  have 
been  taken  into  the  pay  of  government  to  juftify,  in  va¬ 
rious  ways,  thefe  atrocious  proceedings,  among  whom 
were  dift inguifhed  as  remarkably  bufyand  bafe,  the  impu¬ 
dent,  bullying,  lying  Norton *,  and  the  fawning,  cring¬ 
ing,  quibbling  Dyfon  t,  the  colour  and  conduct  of  whofe  lifey 
in  Lord  Mansfield’s  words,  mark  the  Molatto  favey  as  the 
manner  and  tenour  of  his  actions  have  chriftened  him  the 
Mungo  of  the  Miniftry.  But  Mr.  Webb's  fingle  defence 
of  the  General  Warrant  and  the  Seizure  of  Papers  was  that 
the  pra&ice  had  been  frequent,  and  that  there  were  many 
fuch  precedents  remaining  in  the  Original  Office-books  of  the 
Secretaries  of  Statey  and  among  the  Records  of  the  Court  of 
King' s-Bench.  He  might  as  well  have  juftified  the  rob- 

‘  >  .  .  4 

*  SirFletcher  Norton,  Knight,  late  Attorney-General,  now  Chief 
Juftice  in  Eyre. 

f  Jeremiah  Dyfon,  Efq;  commonly  called  Mungo ,  was  one  of  the 
Secretaries  to  the  Treafury  under  Lord  Bute,  and  is  now  one  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Treafury  under  his  deputy,  the  Duke  of  Grafton. 

beries 


bcries  on  Hounflow-heath  by  the  books  of  Sir  John  Field¬ 
ing,  or  the  records  of  the  Old-Bailey,  which  certainly 
prove  the  exigence  of  the  practice  time  immemorial. 
The  learned  labours  of  Mr.  Webb  however  on  this  occa- 
fion  {hall  not  be  loft,  efpecially  as  he  had  accefs  to  the 
originals,  and  is  fuppofed  to  have  copied  them  with  un- 
ufual  faithfulnefs.  He  colle&ed  all  the  precedents,  and 
printed  them  in  a  fmall  quarto.  The  crew  of  Bute  had  it 
fent  to  them,  fuperfcribed  mojl  fecret.  Mr.  Webb  after¬ 
wards  earneftly  defired  that  the  volume  might  be  delivered 
tip  to  him,  and  the  greater  part  of  the  copies  was  in  con¬ 
ference  returned.  This  book  I  fend  to  you,  Mr.  North 
Briton,  that  you  may  re-print  it  for  the  public  view.  The 
fubjetft  is  highly  interefting  to  every  Englifhman,  and 
the  precedents  are  no  lefs  curious  than  alarming.  I  was 
not  however  at  all  furprifed  to  find  th  z  head  of  the  Bloomf- 
bury  gang,  and  the  public  defaulter  of  unaccounted  millions, 
among  the  violators  of  public  freedom,  but  the  name  of 
Pitt  to  three  warrants  of  fo  dangerous  a  tendency  I  muft 
own  aftoniftied  me,  although  I  fhould  not  have  wondered 
at  that  of  Chatham , 


N°  8. 

Page  15.  <c  Notices  declaring  that  the  trials  were  put 
6t  oft,  figned  Summoning  Officer,  were  fent  to  feveral  of  the 
legal  fummoned  jury  only  the  day  before  the  trials.” 

Extradf  from  the  Gazetteer  of  February  27,  1764. 

The  following  is  a  true  copy  of  a  letter  fent  to  feveral 
gentlemen  fummoned  to  attend  as  jurymen  on  the  late  trial 
of  John  Wilkes,  Efq;  the  evening  before,  and  the  fame 
morning,  the  trial  came  on,  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  by 
means  whereof  they  were  deceived  and  prevented  from 
making  their  appearance  there. 


Middlefex . 
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Aliddlefex.  j- 


*» 


' The  Information  of  the  King  againjl  JVilkes>  Efqr « 
is  adjourned  to  Thurfday  the  23 d  day  of  Fe¬ 
bruary  infant  at  nine  o'clock  in  the  forenoon 9 
in  IV efminjler  Hall ;  of  which ,  Sir ,  you  have 
this  notice  from 

Tour  hujnble  Servant , 

Summoning  Officer, 
February  20,  1764. 
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Page  15.  <c  Denying  Mr.  Wilkes  the  jufticc  of  going 
“  into  this  part  of  his  Petition .” 


Extract  from  the  North  Briton  of  June  24,  1769. 

It  fhould  be  remarked,  that  the  prefent  examination 
comprehends  only  two  articles  of  the  Petition  ;  I  mean  the 
alteration  of  the  records ,  and  the  public  money  ijfued  to  Alichael 
Curry ,  as  evidence  for  the  crown  againft  Mr.  Wilkes.  To 
the  hrft  point  Mr.  Barlow  and  Mr.  Wallace  are  very  fulL 
and  exprefs;  but  it  is  rather  wonderful  that  the  artful  Mr. 
Wallace  fhould  be  fo  much  off  his  guard  as  to  acknow¬ 
ledge  to  the  Houfe,  that  at  leaft  he  concurred  with  other 
gentlemen  concerned  for  the  crown  in  the  advice  to  alter  the  re¬ 
cords ,  when  Mr.  Wilkes  had  been  his  client  in  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  thefe  very  caufes,  and  of  confequence  had  im¬ 
parted  to  him,  as  counfel,  in  whom  lie  confided,  the 
fecrets  of  the  intended  proceedings  both  in  the  legal  de¬ 
fence  and  attack.  Mr.  IVallace  indeed  denied  this  with 
unufual  warmth  on  the  Tuefday  in  the  houfe;  but  Mr. 
Wilkes  infilling  on  the  fadf,  and  being  ready  to  prove  it, 
the  lawyer  was  pleafed  to  make  a  full  confeffion  of  this 
meannefs  and  treachery  in  the  fame  place  the  very  next 
morning,  with  the  modefty  which  has  accompanied  him 
through  life. 

In  the  fecond  cafe  likewife  Alichael  Curry,  in  his  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  laft  of  January  1769,  at  the  Bar  of  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  without  oath ,  varies  almoft  as  much  from 
his  depofition  on  oath  before  the  Lord  Mayor  on  the  3d  of 

Auguft 
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Auguft  17685  as  you  find  Mr.  Wallace  does  from  himfelf 
on  the  la  ft  of  January  and  the  firft  of  February. 

1  defire  further  to  premife,  that  there  were  feveral  other 
articles  in  Mr.  Wi Ikes’s  Petition ,  befides  the  complaint  of 
the  General  Warrant  and  the  Seizure  of  papers,  which  have 
not  hitherto  been  enquired  into,  neither  by  Parliament, 
nor  by  any  Court  of  law,  and  yet  are  of  the  utmoft  im¬ 
portance.  Of  this  nature  are  the  evafion  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  aH,  the  clofe  imprifonment  for  a  bailable  offence  ;  the 
Jubpama  on  an  information  for  only  a  mi f demeanor  the  counter¬ 
notices,  fgned  Summoning  Officer,  fent  to  feveral  of  the  jury 
cnly  the  day  before  the  trials,  and  the  producing  papers  feized 
under  the  General  Warrant  as  evidence  on  the  trials-,  all  which 
are  entire  new  matter. 

Mr.  Wilkes  had  the  authority  of  the  houfe  to  fummon 
a  variety  of  witnefies  fo  early  as  the  24th  of  November, 
who  attended,  at  an  enormous  expence,  till  January  27, 
in  order  to  prove  every  allegation  in  his  Petition’,  but  on 
the  morning  it  was  to  be  heard,  the  Majority  determined 
that  evidence  (hould  be  gone  into  only  on  two  points.  He 
was  likewife  permitted  to  call  for  the  office-copy  of  the 
General  Warrant,  &c,  & c.  to  prove  that  part  of  the  Pe¬ 
tition,  which  was  not  garbled  till  the  very  day  of  it’s  being 
heard.  The  only  paper  refused  was,  all fuch  accounts  as 
have  been  paffed,  declared,  or  received,  from  Philip  Carteret 
Webb,  Efq\  late  Solicitor  of  the  Treafury,  fence  Midfummer 
1^2,  from  the  Auditors  of  the  Impreft ,  or  their  deputies. 

N°  10. 


Page  1 3.  c 6  When  Mr.  Fitzherbert’s  vifit  to  the 

“  King’s  Bench  proved  ineffectual. ” 

Extra£t  from  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle  of  Feb.  25,  1769. 

It  is  the  obfervation  of  Plutarch,  when  he  is  fpeaking 
of  the  cruelties  exercifed  at  Rome  after  the  return  of  Ma¬ 
rius,  that  it  appeared  on  this  occafeon,  that  the  j acred  ties  of 
friendjhip  and  hofpitality  cannot  Jland  the  trial  in  the  days  of 
adverfty .  No  man  has  experienced  this  more  than  Mr. 
Wilkes.  The  laft  week  produced  another  remarkable 

inftancc 
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inftance  of  it  from  a  gentleman  *,  formerly  one  of  his  moft: 
intimate  friends,  who  has  only  once  in  the  laft  ten  months 
ventured  within  the  King’s-Bench  walls,  not  to  chear 
the  prifonerand  captive,  not  to  chafe  the  gloom  of  fuch  a 
habitation,  but  to  fetch  and  carry  political  mefiagcs.  1  his 
perfon  thought  himfelf  at  liberty  to  relate  f  pubiickly  what 
he  pretended  had  palled  in  a  private  converlation  with  Mr, 
Wilkes  at  the  time  of  that  vifit.  J  was  not  prefent,  but  l 
am  told  the  converfation  was  falfely  and  malevolently 
stated.  I  will  leave  it  to  others  to  fend  you  the  iubftance 
of  what  was  faid  in  publiek.  I  (hall  give  you  faithfully  all 
the  particulars,  which  occurred  at  the  conference  be¬ 
tween  the  two  gentlemen  in  private,  and  I  app  al  to  ano¬ 
ther  gentleman  J,  w'ho  accompanied  the  placeman,  for 
the  truth  of  my  relation. 

The  placeman  had  fevcral  times  called  on  an  honeft 
|!  bookfellcr  in  Piccadilly,  a  friend  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  to  de¬ 
fire  him  to  come  to  the  King’s-Bench,  to  entreat  Mr.  W. 
not  to  prefent  a  Petition  to  theHoufeof  Commons,  for  the 
confequence  muft  be  the  lofs  of  his  feat  in  Parliament 
Bom  the  refentment  of  the  miniftry.  'The  honefl:  book- 
feller  refufed  to  come  on  that  meflage.  T  he  placeman 
had  never  once  been  to  fee  his  old  friend  in  prilon,  fince 
his  commitment  in  April,  till  Sunday  evening,  the  13th 
of  November,  the  day  before  the  Petition  was  prefented. 
The  attempt  by  the  bookfeller  failing,  he  ventured  him¬ 
felf  in  the  dufk  to  obey  the  mandates  of  his  mafler.  Ha 
introduced  himfelf  with  the  moft  fulfome  and  tedious  pro- 
feflions,  the  moft  unilecelfiry  and  ridiculous  among  real 
friends.  He  then  declared  v/hat  pleafure  he  fhould  have 
found  in  coming  frequently  to  the  KingVBench,  that  he 
could  not  pafs  his  time  fo  well  as  with  Mr.  Wilkes,  and 
that  he  would  have  been  often  there,  could  he  have  been 
really  ufeful  to  h*s  friend.  He  talked  warmly  againft  the 
intended  meafurc  of  prefenting  a  Petition  to  the  Houfe  of 

*  William  Fitzherbert,  Efq;  member  for  Derby,  and  one  of  the 
Lords  of  Trade. 

f  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

I  David  Garrick,  Efq. 

i|  Mr.  Almon. 

9  Q. 
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Commons  complaining  of  grievances,  and  declared  that 
he  knew,  if  Mr.  Wilkes  would  be  quiet,  he  might  keep 
his  feat  ;  if  he  prefented  the  Petition,  he  would  certainly 
lofe  it.  He  earneRly  entreated  Mr.  JVilkes  to  give  up  the 
Petition ,  and  to  keep  his  feat  ;  the  honour  and  advantage 
of  which  he  painted  in  Rrong  colours.  Mr.  Wilkes  de- 
fired  the  authority  for  fuch  diredf  allertions.  The  place¬ 
man  declared,  that  he  fpoke  in  the  name  of  the  MiniRer, 
and  that  he  would  promife,  if  the  Petition  was  no!  pre-r 
fented,  no  attempt  fhould  be  made  in  parliament  againft 
Mr.  Wilkes.  H  e  was  then  afked  by  Mr.  Wijkes,  it  he 
would  promife  for  the  great  man  as  RrR  miniRer,  or  as 
Duke  of  Grafton,  for  the  Duke  of  Portland  *  had  found 
how  little  the  promifes  of  the  Duke  of  Grafton  were  re¬ 
garded  by  the  firft  MiniRer.  No  anfwer  was  made  to  this. 
Mr.  Wilkes  then  declared,  that  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
every  man  in  this  country  to  prefent  a  Petition  of  fuch  ge¬ 
neral  concern,  complaining  of  fo  many  unparalleled 
grievances;  that  he  would  not  fell  the  rights  of  the  people 
and  his  own,  even  for  a  feat  for  the  firft  county  in  Eng-* 
land  ;  that  he  held  that  feat  at  the  free  will  of  his  conRi- 
tuents,  and  refufed  to  hold  it  at  the  arbitrary  will  of  any 
MiniRer  ;  that  he  was  highly  fenfible  of  the  private  honour 
to  himfelf,  but  he  felt  Rill  more  for  his  country  ;  that  on 
no  terms  would  he  have  given  up  the  Petition ,  had  they 
been  offered  before  his  laR  Addrefs  to  the  county,  but  that 
now  no  propofal  ought  to  have  been  made  to  him,  which 
could  even  fuppofe  that  breach  of  faith.  In  the  courfe  of  a 
long  converfation,  Mr.  Wilkes  obferved,  that  he  did  not 
look  on  a  feat  in  parliament  as  the  end,  but  as  the  means ; 
that  he  wifhed  to  represent  the  county  of  MiddJefex,  in 
order  to  be  eminently  ufeful  at  a  fober  time  of  life,  but 
if  he  could  be  more  ufeful  by  giving  up  his  feat,  he 
would  give  it  up,  and  be  would  always  hold  bis  bead  by  the 
fame  tenure.  He  repeated  feveral  times,  that  he  was  em¬ 
barked  to  defend  the  rights  of  the  people,  which  he  would 
do  at  any  rifk,  always  without  a  wifh  to  encroach  on  the 
fair  claims  of  the  crown  ;  that  he  had  been,  and  fhould  he, 

*  In  the  bufinefs  of  the  foreft  of  Inglewood  in  the  County  of 
Cumberland. 


eve*1 
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ever  ready  to  make  any  fubmiffion  to  the  King,  which 
\vas  even  hinted  from  authority,  although  he  was  not 
confcious  of  an  intention  at  any  time  to  have  offended 
bis  Sovereign,  but  that  he  never  would  make  application 
tor  paidon  to  a  miniiter  ;  that  if  mercy  was  extended  to 
him,  he  hoped  he  fhould  be  permitted  to  throw  himfelf  at 
the  King’s  feet  to  acknowledge  his  Majedy’s  goodnefs  ;  if 
it  was  not,  he  had  long  borne  the  dorms  of  fate,  and  his 
mind  was  made  to  adverfe  fortune;  and  although  he  felt 
his  imprifonment  and  all  his  perfecutions  as  a  man,  he 
would  alfo  bear  them  as  a  man,  and  would  come  out  of 
prifon  a  better  man  than  he  went  in. 

1  have  now,  Sir,  given  you  the  whole  of  the  converfa- 
tion  between  the  placeman  and  Mr.  Wilkes,  relative  to 
the  political  meffage.  Very  little  pafled,  which  was  not 
particularly  attended  to  by  the  gentleman,  who  accom¬ 
panied  the  placeman.  I  believe  he  will  not  fcruple  to  fay, 
that  Mr.  Wilkes’s  declarations  were  fpirited  and  manly, 
and  that  they  betrayed  neither  peevifhnefs  nor  defpair.  I 
have  dated  what  paffed  fairly  and  fully.  Not  a  word  was 
mentioned  of  any  meafures  of  violence  or  faefion.  I  fh all 
only  add  that  Mr.  Wilkes  faid,  after  he  heard  of  the  late 
ad'air  in  the  great  aOembly,  “  He  has  ceafed  to  be  my 
“  friend,  but  I  continue  his  :  ag?icJco  veteris  vejligia 
<c  jlarrwue .” 

Feb.  22,  1769. 

Extra#  from  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle  of  March  14,  1769. 

I  deb  re  you  to  do  Mr.  Wilkes  judice  againd  the  viru¬ 
lent  abufe  of  a  letter-  writer  in  the  Public  Advertifer  of  lad: 
Thurfday,  who  figos,  Pro  Lege  Gf  Rege.  He  fays,  “  ln- 
Ci  toxicated  with  the  favour  of  the  Middlefcx  ebdfors,  he 
“  (Mr.  Wilkes)  a  flumes  an  infolence  equal  at  lead  to  that 
“  of  the  Duke  of  Guife^  (when  with  forty  thoufand  men  at 
<c  his  heels  he  accoded  his  fovereign)  and  declares  that  he 
“  is  without  a  ivifl)  to  encroach  on  the  fai r  claims  of  the 
<<  crown .  I  mud  read  over  the  words  again.  They  are 
“  as  1  have  written  them;  and  that  he  was  ready  to  make 

“  any  fubmifbon  to  the - ,  which  was  even  hinted  from 

“  authority;  that  is,  from  the - ,  for  he  never  would 

Q.  2  “  make 
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“  make  application  for  a  pardon  to  a  minifter.  Is  ft  poflr- 
“  ble  that  any  gentleman,  that  any  man,  who  has  the  leaft 

“  regard  for  the  dignity  of  his - ,  for  the  intereft  and 

“  honour  of  his  country,  can  with  patience  hear  Mr. 
W.  put  himfelf  upon  a  footing  with  the  — —  of 

Great  Britain,  and  talk  of  treating  with  his  - -  in  a 

“  candid  manner,  for  he  has  no  wtjb  to  encroach  on  the 
“fair  claims  of  the  crown?  Who  is  Mr.  W — ?  &c, 
&c.”  I  anfwer,  he  is  the  perfon  whom  the  freeholders 
of  Middlefex  freely  and  unanimoufy  chofe  their  reprefen- 
tative  in  oppofition  to  every  kind  of  minifterial  in¬ 
fluence,  without  a  Angle  bribe,  fupported  by  no  proud 
connexions,  and  attacked  by  all  the  low  tools  of  power, 
and  the  whole  adminiftration. 

The  letter-writer  ought  to  have  quoted  the  firft  part 
of  the  fentence.  Mr.  W„  in  the  account  publifhed  of 
the  converfation  between  the  place- man  and  him,  fays, 
he  was  embarked  to  defend  the  rights  of  the  people, 
cc  which  he  would  do  at  any  rifle,  always  without  a  wijh  to- 
“  encroach  on  the  fair  claims  of  the  crown'”  He  has  juft 
before  mentioned  his  feat  in  parliament.  Surely,  Sir,  no¬ 
thing  could  be  more  proper  than  fuch  a  declaration  from 
the  member  for  Middlefex  to  a  profefled  courtier ,  and  I  think 
it  was  then  almoft  neceffary,  after  the  repeated  fallhoods 
thrown  out  of  the  republican  fchemes  of  Mr.  W.  and 
his  friends,  and  their  deligns  againfl:  the  king  and  the  mo¬ 
narchy.  Such  a  declaration  made  to  fuch  a  man  feems 
to  me  well-timed,  as  it  was  guarding  againfl  the  foolifh  as 
well  as  malevolent  lies  of  many  hirelings  of  the  miniftry* 
Is  the  letter-writer  fo  ignorant  of  our  hiftory,  as  not  to 
know  that  members ,  in  fome  former  reigns,  have  more  than 
formed  wijhes ,  have  proceeded  to  digeft  very  deep  plans, 
and  to  perpetrate  very  violent  abhons^  defignedly  to  encroach 
on  the  fair  claims  of  the  crown?  and  is  Mr.  W.  to  bo 
abufed  for  declaring  in  a  private  room  to  a  place-man, 
th  at  he  is  even  without  fuch  a  wiflo? 

The  letter- writer  fays,  “  Is  it  poflible  that  any  gentle- 
Ci  man,  that  any  man,  who  has  the  leaf!  regard  for  the 

“  dignity  of  his - ,  for  the  intereft  and  honour  of  his 

“  country,  can  with  patience  hear  Mr.  W.  put  him- 

“  fdf  upon  a  footing  with  the - of  Great  Britain  ?’v 

.  I  defire 


[  1 17  J 

I  defire  to  know  if  Mr.  IV.  is  putting  bimfelf  upon  a 

footing  with  the  - - of  Great  Britain,  when  he  cxprcfsly 

declares  in  the  fame  fentence,  he  had  been ,  and  Jhould  be9 
even  veady  to  make  any  submission  to  ihe  King* 
which  was  even  hinted  from  authority.  Is  this  too  an  injolence 

eyual  to  that  of  the  Duke  of  Guife  ? 

Why  will  the  letter-writer  at  this  time  carry  us  back 
to  a  part  of  foreign  and  brench  hiftory,  big  with  horror 
and  cruelty,  when  the  fecond  century  after  thofe  tragical 
events  is  now  nearly  elapfedr  —  But  I  will  follow  him. 
The  Duke  of  Guife  was  aflaflinated  by  the  exprefs  command, 
or,  if  you  pleafe,  by  authority  of  the  Moft  Cbriftian  King , 
Heny  III.  in  the  month  of  December.  The  firft  of  Au- 
guft  following  that  King  himlclt  was  aflaflinated.  He  fell 
a  vidtim  to  the  revenge  of  the  Ligue ,  which  retaliated  on 
the  King’s  own  perfon  the  deliberate  murder  committed  by 
his  order  on  a  fubjedt.  All  Paris,  and  indeed  almoft  all 
France  in  tears  on  that  occafion,  (hewed  how  highly  the 
Duke  of  Guife  was  honoured  and  beloved  by  the  people. 
The  monarch  died  unregretted  and  unwept. 

No  pitying  heart ,  no  eye  afford 

A  tear  to  grace  his  cbfequies.  Gray. 

It  is  remarkable  however  that  the  unthinking  part  of  man¬ 
kind  generally  pay  a  flavifh  deference  to  the  memory  of  the 
deceafed  afifafiin,  if  he  was  a  crowned  head,  whereas  the 
vulgar  and  ignoble  villain  has  always  the  Sambenito-coat  put 
on  him  both  by  the  hiftorian  and  the  prieft,  and  is  con- 
figned  by  them  to  the  ficrceft  flames.  We  read  endlefs  ex¬ 
ecrations  againft  Clement  and  Ravaillac;  but  the  ailaflin  of 
the  Duke  of  Guife  is  treated  as  a  good  Cbriftian  King.  An¬ 
other  of  the  facred crowned  heads,  one  of  the  Lord's  anointed , 
a  prince  it  is  pretended  likcwife  (hould  be  named  with  ve¬ 
neration,  is  Charles  IX.  although,  according  to  the  French 
hiftorian  Adcxeray ,  at  the  tnaffacre  of  St.  Bartholomew ,  with 
his  own  hand  he  canardoit  jes  fajets  avec  fa  grande  arquebufe 
d  giboyer ,  killed  his  (protejtant)  jubjedts  like  wild  ducks  with 
his  great  fowling-piece ,  as  they  fled  from  the  blood-thufty 
catholic  ruffians,  employed  by  that  King  and  his  mother, 
Catherine  of  Medicis,  to  allaflinate  the  people,  whom  he  had 
fw^rn  folcmnly  to  defend  and  protect. 


[  us  ] 
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Page  24.  “  Till  Lord  Rockingham’s  time  we  do 

“  nor  find  the  leail  mark:  of  the  difapprobatiun  of  General 
<c  Warrants ,  or  the  Seizure  of  Papers ,  in  the  Houle  of 
46  Commons. 

The  following  Refactions  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
pafi'  d  during  the  Adminifiration  of  the  Marquis  of  Rock¬ 
ingham. 

o  . 

Martis,  22°  die  Aprilis  1766. 

Refolved, 

That  a  General  V/arrant  for  apprehending  the  author, 
printer,  or  publifher  of  a  libel  is  illegal;  and  if  executed 
on  the  perfon  of  a  Member  of  this  Houfe,  is  alfo  a  Breach 
of  the  Privilege  ol  this  Houfe. 

Refolved,  > 

That  the  feizing  or  taking  away  the  papers  of  the  au¬ 
thor,  printer,  or  publifher  of  a  libel,  or  the  fuppofed 
author,  printer,  or  'publifher  of  a  libel,  is  illegal  ;  and 
that  fuch  feizing  or  talcing  away  the  papers  of  a  Member 
of  this  Houfe,  is  a  Breach  of  the  Privilege  of  this  Houfe. 

Veneris,  250  die  Aprilis  1766. 

Refolved, 

That  a  General  V/arrant  for  feizing  and  apprehending 
any  perfon  or  perfons  being  illegal,  except  in  cafes  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  A£f  of  Parliament,  is,  if  executed  upon  a 
Member  of  this  Houfe,  a  Breach  of  the  Privilege  of  this 
Houfe. 

N°  12. 

Page  24.  <c  While  you  were  firfl  Commiffioner,  you 
4‘  obtained  an  order,  which  is  entered  in  the  books  of  the 
<c  Treafury,  that  all  ex pences  incurred ,  or  to  be  incur red% 

“  on  account  of  the  North  Briton,  N°  45,  or  the  Efiay  r 

“  on  Woman,  fhould  be  paid  by  the  Treafury.7’ 

Extradf 
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Extract  from  the  Treafury  Minute-Book. 

Whitehall  Treafury  Chamber,  31ft  May  1765. 

Prelent  Air.  Grenville  [ Fir  ft  Corr.mmijfioner  of  the  Treafury^ 
Lord  North  and  Chancellor  oj  the  Exchequer .] 
Mr.  Hunter 
Mr.  Harris 

Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  fignifics  to  my  Lords  his 
Majefty’s  pleafure,  that  all  expences  incurred ,  or  to  be  in¬ 
curred,  in  confcquence  of  Actions  brought  againft  the 
Earl  of  Halifax,  one  of  his  Majefty’s  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State,  the  Under  Secretaries  and  Mellengers,  and  the 
Solicitor  of  this  Office  [AHr.  JTebb]  for  proceedings  had  b',r 
them  in  executing  the  bufinefs  of  their  rcfpe&fve  offices 
-  again  ft  the  publishers  of  feveral  fcandalous  and  /editions 
libels,  fhould  be  defrayed  by  the  crown  ;  and  that  a  fuf- 
ficient  fum  of  money  fhould  be,  from  time  r;  time,  iftued  to 
the  Solicitor  of  the  Treafury,  for  that  purpofe. 

Read  a  paper  received  from  Mr.  Webb,  ftating  what  the 
expences  aie  likely  to  be,  and  that  a  further  Juui  of  3000/. 
may  probably  be  wanted  for  difeharging  the  fame. 

iliue  to  Air.  JVcbb,  from  time  to  rime,  as  the  Hid  Cer¬ 
vices  may  require,  a  fum  not  exceeding  3000/.  dire&i ne 
him  to  apply  the  fame  according  to  his  Majcfty’s  Com¬ 
mands,  to  difeharge  the  feveral  expences  abovemcn- 
tioned. 


Nc  •  13. 

Page  25.  <c  The  General  Warrant ,  under  which  Dr 
“  Shebbeare  was  apprehended.” 

The  General  Warrant. 

Thefe  are,  in  his  Majefty’s  name,  to  authorize  and  re- 
qmre  you  taking  a  conftable  to  your  affiftance,  to  make 
ftnet  and  diligent  fearch  for  the  author,  printer,  and  puh- 
1  liner,  of  a  wicked,  audacious,  and  treafonable  Libel, 
entitled,  A  fixth  Letter  to  the  People  of  England,  on 

4<  the 


“  theProgrcfs  of  National  Ruin,  in  which  is  ftiewn,  that 
<c  the  prefent  Grandeur  of  France,  and  Calamities  of  this 
“  Nation,  are  owing  to  the  influence  of  Hanover  on 

the  Councils  of  Fngland  ;  London,  printed  for  J.  Mor- 
“  gan  in  Pater  NoRer  Row,  1757  an^  them,  or  any 
of  them,  having  found,  to  feize  and  apprehend,  and 
bring,  together  with  his  or  their  Books  and  Papers,  in 
fafe  cuRody,  before  me,  to  be  examined  concerning  the 
Premifes,  and  further  dealt  with  according  to  law.  In  the 
due  Execution,  Sec.  Given  at  Whitehall,  January  12* 
1758,  in  the  thirty-firR  Year  of  his  Majefty’s  Reign. 

HOLDERNESSE. 

N°  14. 

Page  26.  6C  A  clofe  prifoner,  without  pen,  ink,  or 
<<  paper,  or  friend,  or  relation,  permitted  to  come  near 
“  him.’> 

4 

<c  Orders  ifTued  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 

Tower,  refpe£ting  the  detention  of  John  Wilkes,  Efq. 

“  That  the  Warders  appointed  to  keep  a  clofe  prifoner, 
<c  (hall  not  prefume  to  leave  him  for  a  moment  alone, 
“  either  night  or  day,  or  to  change  their  duty  with  other 
“  Warders ,  but  by  particular  leave,  or  order  from  the 
“  ConRable,  Lieutenant,  Deputy  Lieutenant,  or  in  their 
iC  abfence  the  Major  of  the  Tower. 

“  They  are  to  permit  no  perfon  to  have, admittance  into 

c<  the  room  he  is  confined  in,  or  to  fpeak  to  him  but  by  a 
«  particular  order  brought  them  by  the  Major  or  Gentie- 
“  man  Gaoler.” 

Major  Rainsford  declared  that  he  had  ether  orders  hefides 
the  Warrant. 

During  the  clofe  confinement  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  the  War¬ 
ders  two  or  three  times  indeed  at  his  earned  requeR 
brought  him  pen,  ink,  and  paper,  to  write  to  his  daughter, 
to  his  fervants,  &c.  but  they  Rood  by  his  chair  the  whole 
time,  took  what  he  wrote  directly  to  the  Lieutenant 
Governor,  and  then  carried  away  the  pen,  ink,  and  paper. 

The  late  Duke  of  Bolton,  Earl  Temple,  a  brother  of 
Mr.  Wilkes,  his  Counfel,  Solicitor,  &c3  wererelufecl 
admittance  at  the  1  ower, 

N°  15, 

"ft 
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N°  ,5. 


Page  27.  lt  The  Warrant  again (1  him  (Mr.  Arthur 
Beard  more)  for  feveral  numbers  of  the  Monitor  was 
*c  made  /pedal,*9 


The  Special  Warrant. 


GEORGE  MONTAGU  DUNK,  Earl  of 
Halifax,  Vifcount  Sun  bury,  and  Baron 
Halifax,  one  of  the  Lords  of  his  Majesty’s 
L.  S.  moft  Honourable  Privy  Council,  Liiutenant 
General  of  bis  Majesty’s  Forces ,  Lord  Lieutenant 
General ,  and  General  Governor  of  the  Kingdom 
Ireland,  and  principal  Secretary  of  State ,  &c. 


Thefe  are  in  his  Majefty’s  name  to  authorize  and  re^ 
quire  you,  taking  a  conftable  to  your  affiflance,  to  make- 
fir  iX  and  diligent  fearch  for  Arthur  Beardmore ,  the  au¬ 
thor  or  one  concerned  in  the  writing  of  feveral  weekly 
very  feditious  papers,  entitled  the  Monitor,  or  British 
Freeholder,  N°  357,  358,  360,  373,.  376,  378, 

379,  and  380.  London  printed  for  J.  JVilfon ,  and  J.  Felly 
in  Pater-nojler-row,  which  contain  grofs  and  fcftndalous 
reflexions  and  inveXivcs,  upon  his  Majefty’s  government, 
and  upon  both  Houfes  of  Parliament ;  and  him  ving 
found,  you  are  to  feize  and  apprehend,  and  to  bring  to¬ 
gether  with  his  books  and  papers,  in  fafe  cuftody,  before 
me,  to  be  examined  concerning  the  premifes,  and  further4 
dealt  with  according  to  law  :  In  the  due  execution  w hereof* 
all  mayors,  fheriffs,  juftices  of  the  peace,  conflables  and 
all  other,  his  majefty’s  officers  civil  and  military,  and 
loving  fubjeXs  whom  it  may  concern,  are  to  be  aiding 
and  affifling  to  you,  as  there  fliall  be  occalion.  And  for 
fo  doing  this  (hall  be  your  warrant.  Given  at  St.  James's 

R  the 
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the  fixth  day  of  November  1762  in  the  third  year  of  his 
Majefty’s  Reign. 

DUNK  HALIFAX, 

To  Nathan  Carrington ,  c fames 
l  Tat] on,  Thomas  Ardran ,  and 
Robert  Black  more ,  Four  of 
his  Majcfty's  Meffengers  in 
Ordinary. 

N°  16. 

Page  43.  “  Such  tricks  about  records  A 
Extract  from  the  North  Briton  of  Aug.  12,  1769, 

t 

I  obferve  in  the  Proceedings ,  that  on  the  8 th  of  July , 
1763,  the  Secondary  mi  flaying  the  Allas  D  If  r  Ingas ,  the  Filacer 
could  not  fign  the  Pluries ,  but  the  Secondary  found  the  Alias  on 
the  yth  of  November.  T  he  name  of  this  upright,  con- 
feientious  Secondary  is  Henry  Father  gill.  I  call  upon  him 
to  juftify  his  conduct  to  the  public.  The  defignedly 
lofing  of  a  particular  writ  by  an  officer  of  a  Court  of  Law 
proves  that  the  very  fountains  of  juflice  are  polluted.  The 
ordinary  courfe  of  legal  proceedings  was  by  this  trick  for 
fome  months  entirely  flopped.  If  this  pretended  accident 
had  not  happened,  or  this  management  taken  place.  Lord 
Halifax  might  have  been  brought  into  Court,  notwith- 
ffanding-all  the  contumacious  delays,  which  were  made, 
and  the  outlawry  could  have  had  no  effect  in  that  adtion. 

To  fave  Lord  Halifax  was  likewife  one  of  the  motives, 
which  induced  Lord  Mansfield  to  venture  on  the  alteration 
cf  the  records.  The  original  words  of  the  records  were  too 
vague  to  have  conviCied  Mr.  Wilkes .  It  was  neceffary  to  be 
more  prccife.  If  the  alteration  had  not  been  made ,  the  indict¬ 
ment  mttji  have  been  quajked.  And  this  would  have  caufed  fuch 
a  delay  in  the  proceedings  againf  Mr.  Wilkes ,  that  Lord  Hali¬ 
fax  would  have  been  obliged  to  appear ,  to  be  convicted  for  the 
General  Warrant,  and  to  pay  the  confequent  damages.  - To 
,  prevent  this  was  one  great  motive  of  Lord  Mansfields  altera¬ 
tion.,  and  it  had  it's  effcCt.  Lord  Halifax  efcaped  by  that  al - 

ter  at  ion * 


fwation,  and  by  that  alone.  This  interruption  and  delay  rs 
doubly  injurious  in  a  perfonal  addon,  like  this  a  gain  ft  Lord 
Halifax ,  becaufe  the  defendant  may  die ,  as  Lord  Egremont  didy 
ond  then  the  party  injured  can  have  no  redrefs .  From  the 
fame  motive  of  delay-,  and  to  lave  Lord  Halifax,  if  podL 
ble,  the  reverlal  of  Mr.  Wilkes’s  outlawry  was  deferred  to 
the  laft  moment.  Thecounfel  for  Mr.  Wilkes  were  in- 
treated  by  Lord  Mansfield  to  argue  it  again  after  the  fa¬ 
mous  plead i Jags  of  the  7th  of  May,  altho’  they  hid  fpread  a 
general  conviction  among  mankind.  This  they  abfolutely 
refufed  in  purfuance  of  his  directions,  and  yet  the  judgment 
of  the  court  of  King’s  Bench  on  the  outlawry  u/as  not  given 
till  the  9th  of  June,  by  w'hich  Lord  Halifax  efcapcd  the  lad: 
year.  Another  remarkable  circumftance  refpeding  Lord 
Mansfield  I  define  to  (late,  for  I  would  give  the  woild  an 
accurate  account  of  the  mod  minute  circumdances  of  this 
intereding  adair.  In  the  Annual  Regijier  for  1  y 68  it  is 
fiaid,  44  In  an  addrefs  to  the  Freeholders  of  M iddlefiex  pub- 
44  lifbed  fince  the  reverfal  of  the  outlawry,  [d  tied  June  iS , 
44  1 7 b 8 )  Fir.  Wilkes  makes  this  remarkable  declaration, 
44  In  the  whole  progrefs  of  minijlcriai  vengeance  againji  me  for 
44  Jeveral  years ,  1  have  Jhewn  to  the  convUdon  of  all  mankind , 
44  that  my  enemies  have  trampled  on  the  laws,  and  been  aJua~ 
44  ted  by  the  Jpirit  cf  tyranny  and  arbitrary  pozi  er.  The 
44  General  Warrant,  under  which  I  was  fir /l  appre- 
44  hended,  has  been  judged  illegal.  The  bEJZURE  of  my 
44  Papers  was  condemned  judicially.  The  Otn  1  avvrv,  fo 
44  long  the  topic  of  virulent  abuf,  is  at  la/}  J,  dared  to  have 
44  been  contrary  to  law  ;  aiul ,  on  tie  ground  J.r  t  t-.ken  hy  my 
44  learned  counf cl,  Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn,  is  famed)  reVtr/,,1. 

44  This  it  is  thought  neccllary  to  infert,  as  it  has  been  Laid 
44  in  all  the  papers,  that  the  t  ror  on  which  the  outlawry 
44  was  reveried  was  difeovered  by  Mr.  Wilkes’s  enemies.” 
Page  127.  1  believe  that  this  adertion,  which  is  not 

founded  in  truth,  was  inferred  in  all  the  papers  by  the 
order  of  Lord  Mansfield.  From  the  addrefs  it  appears  that 
Mr.  Wilkes  contradicted  it  under  his  hand  fo  early  as 
the  1 8th  of  June  1768.  I  he  difeovery  was  made  by 
Mb  Wilkes’s  counfij.  Jt  is  certain  that  at  the  reverfal  of 
the  outlawry  on  the  9th  of  June  his  Lordfhip  did  not  rc- 
verfe  it  on  the  large  and  liberal  ideas  of  law  and  judice, 

R  2  which 
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.which  had  been  ably  given  by  Mr.  Serjeant ' Glynn,  but 
from  the  omiflion  of  the  two  famous  words,  pro  com{- 
(TA'ru,  which  the  Serjeant  had  likewfe  Jlated .  Lord  Mans¬ 
field  however  ventmed  to  declare,  that  he  firft  difcovered 
this  error ,  which  had  never  been  mentioned  by  Mr . 

IV, ilkes' s  Counfel ,  although  the  fadt  is,  that  it  had  been 
particularly  infilled  upon  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn.  Al- 
moft  the  whole  bar,  who  were  prefent  both  on  the  yth  of 
May,  when  the  errors  were  argued,  and  on  the  c^th  of 
June,  when  the  outlawry  was  reverfed,  heard  his  Lord- 
fhip’s  declaration  with  aflonifhrnent  and  horror,  as  a  daring 
violation  of  truth  in  a  folemn  court  of  juitice  from  the  Pre- 
fident  of  it.  I  appeal  on  this  occafion  to  Mr.  Serjeant 
Glynn,  to  Mr.  Davenport,  to  boffi  their  briefs,  not  to 
th o  candour^  but  to  the  memory  of  Mr.  1  hurloe,  and  to  the 
whole  bar. 

i 

N°  i7. 

Page  73.  <c  Sextus  Clodius ,  the  JVedderlurn  of  the  Ro-? 

man  bar.” 

The  cafe  of  Sextus  Clodius  has  been  fated  from  Cicero. 

1  proceed  to  the  other  mllance  of  a  Scottish  eentleman 
of  that  unlearned  profeffion,  as  Lord  Boiingbroke  calls  the 
law.  During  the  late  ridiculous  conteft  between  the 
Dodlors  of  Phyfick  and  the  Licentiates,  Mr.  Alexander 
IVedderburn  in  his  pleadings  affirmed  with  his  ufual  modefty, 
that  no  woman  could  be  poffibly  alluded  to  in  a  certain 
Latin  parchment  produced  on  the  occafion,  for  the  word 
was  homo.  Till  this  bold  declaration  of  that  learned  King's 
Counfel ,  homo  was  always  understood  to  comprehend  man, 
woman,  and  child  ;  and  the  wives,  fillers,  daughters  and 
children  of  Engli/hmen  were  thought  to  be  included  in 
THEIR  Great  Charter ,  <c  N  ullus  liber  homo  capiatur,  vel  im- 
prifonetur  &c.”  But  this  daring  northern  hero  has  croffied 
the  Tweed  to  disfranchife  half  theEnglifli  nation.  Heaven 
forbid  that  he  fliould  proceed  to  interpret  in  this  manner 
the  refl  of  our  laws!  The  whole  pradiife  of  them  is  already 
too  much  unfettled  by  the  arbitrary  diferetion  of  another  of 
his  countrymen.  It  is  to  he  hoped,  for  the  honour  of  this 
age,  and  the  free  conflitution  of  our  country,  that  we /hall  » 

no$ 
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not  have  him  likewife  toopprefs  us  with  four  heavy  quarto 
volumes  of  Commentaries  on  the  Laws  of  England,  which 
might  only  ferve  to  confound  all  our  clear  ideas  both  of 
law  and  equity,  to  fritter  away  the  fir  ft  great  principles  of 
liberty,  to  demonflrate  nothing  but  the  infinite  divifibility 
of  law  as  well  as  of  matter ,  and  to  reduce  the  hi^h  fpirit 
of  Magna  Charta  itfelf  to  the  ftaviih  doddrines  of  Oxford 
toryifm  or  Scottijb  vafjala^e. 

N°  18. 

Page  74.  “  Many  atrocious  illegal  adds.” 

Extra#  from  the  Political  Rcgiftcr  for  Auguft  1768. 

Twelve  Queries. 


1.  Was  the  General  Warrant ,  under  which  Air.  Wilkes 
was  apprehended,  LgalP 

2.  Was  the  Seizure  of\\\s  papers  legal P 

3.  Was  the  making  ufe  of  thofe  papers  in  a  criminal 
prolecution  legal  P 

4.  Was  the  corrupting  a  fervant  to  betray  and  rob  his 
mailer  LgalP 

C> 

5.  Was  fhifting  the  cuftody  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  after  the 
Ilobeas  Corpus  was  known  to  be  granted  legal P 

6.  Was  his  commitment  to  the  Tower,  for  a  bailable 
offence,  and  denying  any  perfon  accefs,  who  was  ready 
to  have  bailed  him,  and  the  depriving  him  of  the  ufe  of  pt n, 
ink,  and  paper,  to  apply  to  counfcl,  legal  P 

7.  W  as  the  alteration  of  the  records  in  two  criminal  pro- 
fecutions,  only  the  day  before  the  trials,  without  the  know¬ 
ledge,  and  againft  the  confent  of  his  folicitor,  legal P 

8.  Was  the  branding  the  North  Briton,  N°  45,  with 
the  epithet  treafonablc  at  ftrft  in  the  General  Warrant  in 
order  to  inflame,  when  in  all  the  fubfequent  proceeding 
that  pretence  was  given  up,  legal P 

■  9.  Was  the  refufal  to  accept  Mr.  Wilkes’s  perlbnal 
furrender,  in  order  to  queftion  the  legality  of  the  out¬ 
lawry,  legal? 


10.  Was 


10.  Was  the  rcfufal  of  bail,  daring  the  depcndance  of 
the  queftion  on  the  outlawry,  legal? 

11.  Was  the  delay  of  jultice  in  the  reverfal  of  the  out¬ 
lawry,  when  it  was  reverfed  on  the  arguments  fir  ft  ufed, 

legal  ? 

12.  Was  the  outlawry  legal? 

Among  the  many  cruel,  mean  and  oppreflive  meafures 
of  this  adminiftration  againft  Mr.  Wilkes,  the  following 
ought  to  be  noticed.  When  he  was  at  dinner  with  feveral 
friends  at  the  King’s  Arms  in  Cornhill,  on  the  ioth  of 
April  1768,  he  was  ferved  in  the  midft  of  them,  by  an 
agent  of  the  Treafury  with  an  Exchequer  Writ  or  Bill  of 
difcovery,  upon  information,  confiding  of  many  (beets  of 
paper,  in  order  to  find  and  fcize  all  his  efle&s  under  the 
outlawry ,  as  being  forfeited  to  the  Crown,  although  the 
TVrits  of  Error  had  been  actually  moved  for  at  that  very 
time.  The  outlawry  has  finee  been  declared  illegal  from 
the  beginning.  Quere.  If  the  Treafury  had  fucceeded  in 
their  attempt  of  feizing  the  efFedfs  of  Mr.  VVilkes  under 
that  illegal  outlawry,  would  it  not  have  been  a  downright 
robbery  ? 


N°  19. 

Page  79.  “  The  Letter  to  the  King  and  the  Petition 

The  following  is  a  genuine  copy  of  Mr.  JVilkes' s  Letter  to  the 
King ,  which  was  delivered  by  his  fervant  at  the  fhieeen  5 
palace  on  the  \th  of  March ,  1768. 

SIRE, 

/  1 

I  beg  thus  to  throw  myfelf  at  your  Majefty’s  feet,  and 
to  fupplicate  that  mercy  and  clemency  which  (hine  with 
fuch  luftre  among  your  many  princely  virtues. 

Some  former  minifters,  whom  your  Majefty,  in  conde- 
fcenfion  to  the  wifhes  of  your  people,  thought  proper  to 
remove,  employed  every  wicked  and  deceitful  art  to  op- 
prefs  your  fubjeft,  and  to  revenge  their  own  perfonal 
caufe  on  me,  whom  they  imagined  to  be  the  principal 
author  of  bringing  to  the  public  view  their  ignorance, 

inefficiency. 
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infufHcieney,  and  treachery  to  your  Majefty  and  the  nation. 

I  have  been  the  innocent  but  unhappy  viCtim  of  their 
revenue.  I  wjs  forced  by  their  injuiHce  and  violence  into 
an  exile,  which  1  have  never  ceafed  for  feveral  years  to 
confider  as  the  moil  cruel  oppreffion  ;  becaufe  I  no  longer 
could  be  under  the  benign  protection  of  your  Majefty,  in 
the  land  of  liberty. 

With  a  heart  full  of  zeal  for  the  fervice  of  your  Ma- 
jefty,  and  my  country,  I  implore,  Sire,  your  clemency. 
My  only  hopes  of  pardon  are  founded  in  the  great  good- 
nefs  and  benevolence  of  your  Majefty  ;  and  every  day  of 
freedom  you  may  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  permit  me  the 
enjoyment  of  in  my  dear  native  land,  fhall  give  proofs  of 
my  zeal  and  attachment  to  your  fcrvice. 

I  am,  Sire, 

Your  Majefty  *s  moft  obedient,  and  dutiful  fubjeCt, 
March  4,  1768.  JOHN  WILKES. 

1  he  Petition. 

Extraft  from  the  Middlefcx  Journal  of  Sept.  26,  1769. 

A  variety  of  Petitions  have  of  late  been  prefented  to  the 
throne,  from  very  refpe&able  bodies  of  men,  from  the 
capital  city  of  the  Britifh  empire,  the  firft  county  in  Eng- 
i.tnJ,  etc.  1  have  been  very  curious  to  enquire  into  their 
reception  and  fuccefs.  I  am  told  that  it  is  iinpoffible  to 
imagine  any  thing  more  cold,  uncivil,  or  forbidding 
than  the  reception  they  have  had  from  the  Sovereign,  and 
that  he  has  never  vouchfafed  to  lay  a  Tingle  fyllablt-  to  the 
gentlemen,  who  have  attended  on  thefe  occaiions.  1 
therefore  fuppofe  the  fuccefs  of  all  the  late  Petitions  is'not 
precarious,  but  abfolutely  to  be  defpaired  of,  at  leaft  for 
fome  time. 

We  have  been  long  amufing  ourfelves  in  England  with 
Bating  the  fubje&s  right  to  petition ,  and  it  has  been  incon- 
teuably  demonftrated  from  the  BUI  of  Rights,  and  the  very 
nature  of  our  Conftitution.  Alas!  fir,  of  what  ufe  is  this 
right  to  us  now  ?  The  fenfe  of  the  nation  indeed  by  this 
method  is  at  prefent  well  known,  but  it  happens  to  be  di¬ 
ametrically  oppofite  to  the  will  of  the  real  Minifter,  and 

therefore 
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therefore  it  is  ii!i  (regarded.  In  the  arbitrary  governments 
of  France  and  Spain  Petitions  and  remonjlrances  are  like  wife 
actually  received— — and  neglected  as  in  England.  Yet  a 

-  1  •  •  1  ,  ^  O 

few  obliging,  but  unmeaning,  words  are  generally  uttered 
by  the  Prince,  accompanied  with  a  polite  manner  and  a- 
gracious  {'mile,  to  footh  the  diftrefs  of  the  humble  ftjp- 
pliants  till  they  are  got  out  of  the  light  of  their  Sove¬ 
reign.  if  thole  two  Kings  are  not  great  Princes,  they 
are  at  leaft  good  actors  of  Majefty.  The  Petitions 
and  remonstrances  arc  afterwards  laid  by  as  the  molt  ufe- 
lels  lumber  in  the  palace,  tout  comrne  chez  nous ,  in  Har¬ 
lequin’s  phrale.  One  comfort  only  remains  to  us  as 
Englifhmen.  Our  hiftory  tells  us  that  whatever  miniftef 
has  dared  to  a£t  againft  the  fenfe  of  the  people  has  i li¬ 
the  end  fallen  the  unpitied  vidtim  of  his  own  infolence 
and  rafhnefs. 

Eefides  the  Petitions  of  large  bodies  of  incn,  fereral  pri¬ 
vate  perfions  have  lately  made  application  to  the  throne 
in  the  fame  manner.  The  only  fuccefsful  Petitioner  I 
can  recollect  is  Mac  Quirk,  the  murderer .  His  Petition  not 
only  faved  his  life,  but  got  him  a  pention,  which  he  en¬ 
joys  in  his  native  county  of  Kilkenny,  till  his  friends,  the 
rrrinifters,  want  him  again  in  the  county  of  Middlefex. 
Now  1  have  mentioned  Middlefex*  1  (ha'll  juft  remark, 
that  this  is  not  the  only  county  in  which  the  baneful  in¬ 
fluence  of  the  Thane  has  been  feverely  felt  in  debiions. 
Thepapers  published  by  the  exprefs  orders  of  thelate  Mr. 
Legge  prove,  that  Target  Martin  was  employed  by  Lord 
Bute  to  impofe,  in  the  moft  infolent  manner,  two  mem¬ 
bers  on  Hanrpjhire.  One  of  them  was  a  Stuart.  Mr.  Legge 
was  commanded  by  Lord  Bute's  meftage  to  lid  adieu  to 
the  county  of  Soutba?npton  at  the  general  eleBtion ,  and  ajjijl ,  as 
far  as  lay  in  his  power ,  the  Prince  of  JVales' s  nomination . 
Thefe  are  the  very  words.  I  believe  a  more  direbi:  at¬ 
tempt  was  never  made  to  invade  the  right  of  free  election, 
nor  a  greater  infult  offered  to  a  large  and  powerful  whig 
county,  who  very  generally  loved,  honoured,  and  con¬ 
fided  in,  Mr.  Legge.  This  happened  too  before  the 
cruel  talons  of  Bute  were  full-grown,  when  he  appeared 
rather  ti midis  unguibus. 

The 


The  cafe  of  Mac  Quirk,  now  penfioner  as  well  as  murderer , 
naturally  reminds  me  of  another  Petition ,  and  of  the  me¬ 
lancholy  fituation  of  Mr.  Allen’s  family,  fince  the  inhu¬ 
man  maftacre  of  our  countrymen  on  the  bloody  ioth  of 
May  1768.  The  worthy  father  of  the  unfortunate  young 
man  has  lately  prefented  a  Petition  to  the  king,  but  he  has 
had  no  anfwer  nor  relief,  and  in  all  probability  the  foul 
murder  of  his  only  fon  will  go  unrevenged,  till  God  Jhall 
7iiake  inquifition  for  that  innocent  blood. 

The  laft  Petition  l  fhall  mention  is,  that  of  Mr.  JVilkes , 
which  I  enclofe  to  you,  as  1  have  not  yet  feen  it 
in  print.  It  has  been,  and  will  continue,  no  lefs  ineffec¬ 
tual  than  that  of  Mr.  Allen.  It  only  ferved  to  fliew,  that 
the  petitioner  was  ready  to  make  any  fit  and  decent  fub- 
miffion  to  the  perlon  of  his  fovereign,  although  to  no  one 
of  his  minifters.  I  fend  it  to  you,  Sir,  becaufe  it  appears 
to  me  juft,  manly,  and  fpirited,  becoming  a  free-born 
Englifhman  to  his  prince,  not  the  language  of  a  crouching, 
abject,  fawning  Have  of  an  abfolute  monarch.  1  have  met 
with  fome  few  men  of  fenfe  and  humanity,  who  think 
that  Mr.  Wilkes  deferved  the  firft  year’s  imprifonment 
and  the  firft  fine  for  the  North  Briton,  N°  45,  but  i  have 
not  heard  a  fingle  man  of  underflanding,  or  honour,  of 
opinion,  that  he  deferved  even  the  flighted:  cenfure  for 
having  an  idie  poem  carefully  locked  up  in  his  clofer, 
which  in  fa£t  has  only  been  made  known  by  the  villains 
whoftole  it,  and  by  their  abettors.  J  know  that  in  every 
court  of  Europe  the  whole  of  that  proceeding  has  been 
thought  bafe  and  infamous,  and  the  moil:  indelible  difgrace 
will  for  ever  remain  on  all  concerned  in  it,  as  gentlemen 
and  men  of  reputed  honour.  Perhaps  a  more  fit,  or  juft, 
fubjetft  of  the  interpofuion  of  the  crown  by  a  remiftioti 
of  the  fecond  fentence,  even  for  the  honour  of  govern¬ 
ment,  has  never  occurred  :  but  all  ftrugtrles  a^ainft  the 
natural  bent  of  an  obftinate  mind  are  vain  and  ineftVc- 
tual.  It  is  befides  an  old  obfervation,  that  ivc  often 
pardon  tbofe  who  have  injured  us,  but  never  tbofe  we  have 
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To  the  KING’S  inoft  excellent  MAJESTY.  The  humble  V 

Petition  of  JOHN  WILKES, 

Sheweth, 

That  your  petitioner,  having  flood  forth  in  fupport  of 
the  confiitutional  rights  of  this  kingdom  in  oppofition  to 
a  late  violent  adminiftration,  hath  been  feverely  profecuted 
at  law,  and  fentenced  to  pay  a  heavy  fine,  and  to  fufFer 
an  imprifonment  of  twenty-two  months  ;  that  the  unfair 
methods  employed  to  conviCh  your  petitioner  have  been 
palpable  and  manifeft;  that  the  petitioner  has  always  been 
your  Majefty’s  loyal  fubjeCt,  zealoufly  attached  to  your 
ill  uftrious  houfe,  and  will  remain  the  fame  to  the  end  of  his 
life;  that  he  looks  up  to  the  throne  only  for  that  protection 
andjuftice,  which  eminently  diftinguifh  your  Majefty’s 
royal  character;  that  your  petitioner  with  the  greatefl;  de¬ 
ference  fubmits  the  whole  of  his  cafe  to  your  Majefty’s 
confideration,  and  humbly  fupplicates  your  loyal  cle-  * 

mency.  N 

And  your  petitioner,  as  in  duty  bound, 

(hall  ever  pray. 

King's  Bench  Prifon.  JOHN  WILKES. 

Nov.  28,  1768. 


FINIS. 


> 


T"ne  author  s  diftance  from  the  prefs  has  occafioned  the 

following  Errata. 

Page  4i  line  18.  after  General  TV  arrant  add,  <c  to  appre¬ 
hend  and  feize,  together  with  their  papers,  the  au- 

tl  thors,  printers,  and  publifhers  of  the  North  Briton, 
“  N°  45.” 

20, -  6.  for  Scotch ,  read  Scottijh , 

24, - 20.  for  was,  read  were . 

after  Papers ,  add  a  comma. 

325  I5*  after  the  word  atlantick ,  add  a  comma. 

435  3*  from  the  bottom,  for  read  us, 

5°> -  I*  for  cany  read  cannot. 

62>^ -  5*  dele  the  comma  after  England ,  add  it 

after  this, 

71, -  1.  for  council^  read  counfel. 
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